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PRAGTIGAL 


PATRIOTISM 


All Solicitors should bring 
to the notice of their 
clients a, pamphlet 
bearing the above title 
explaining a simple 
scheme which brings 
within the reach of all 
an effective means of 
assisting their Country 
in the present difficult 


times. The pamphlet is 


issued by the LEGAL 
AND GENERAL LIFE 
ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


of 10, Fleet Street, E.C. 4, 
and a free copy will be 


gladly sent on application. 








The Solicitors’ Journal 


and Weekly Reporter. 
(ESTABLISHED IN 18857.) 
LONDON, JANUARY 12, 1918 
ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION, WHICH MUST BB Parp IN ADVANCE: 
£1 10s. ; by Post, £1 12s.; Foreign, £1 14s. 4d. 
HALF-YEARLY AND QUARTERLY SUBSCRIPTIONS IN PROPORTION. 








*,* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JouRNAL. 

All letters intended for publication must be authenticated by the 
name of the writer. 
GENERAL HEADINGS. 
CURRENT TOPICS | PUBLIC 


THEJTRADE MARKS BILL ..., 207 | COMPANIES 


THE WAR AIMS OF THE UNITED STATES OBITUARY 
BD BO TTEAEE o.oo sien cece ce SAD Ge Bes 00.06 6b 00 0bc0002 0 <8stscds 218 

Books OF THE WEEK 210 | CourT PAPERS 

CORRESPON DENCE -+. 210] BANKRUPTOY NOTICES , 

NEW ORDERS, &O. .,..00.. 0+. .+. 213} WINDING-UP NOTICES... 

SOCIETIES ++. 217] CREDITORS’ NOTICES 


Cases Reported this Week. 


Craston v. Craston and Seaman 

Great Central Railway v. Doncaster Rural Council 
NE Wi. RUIN ices scssansiasenencattecsvedsasttandecnduchaenicentecbetie 
Holt v. The A. E, G. Electric Co. (Lim.) 

Stevens (Surveyor of Taxes) and Boustead & Co. 

West v. West and Maxted 


Current Topics. 


Brigadier-General E. W. Whitley. 

We are glad to hear that Brigadier-General Epwarp W. 
WuittLey, C.M.G., a member of the firm of Messrs, Hirst, 
Wuit.ey, & Akeroyp, solicitors, of Halifax, whose military 
career we have already noticed (61 Soricrrors’ JOURNAL, p. 
361), has received the D.S.O., and has been recently mentioned 
ia despatches, 


The Consolidated Courts (Emergency Powers) 
Rules. 

THe various rules under the Courts (Emergency Powers) 
Acts have been issued in consolidated form, and, we believe, 
without amendment. They are dated the 11th inst., and come 
into operation forthwith. We hope to notice these more fully 
next week, and to print them, unless the Food Controller sub- 
merges us under a set of Orders like those we printed last week, 


The Colonial Stock Act, 1900. 

From A notice, which we print elsewhere, it will be seen that 
New South Wales Government 53 per Cent. Inscribed Stock 
(1925-35) has been added to the list of investments authorized 
by the Trustee Act, 1893, subject to the restrictions imposed by 
section 2 (2) of that Act. 


The Appointment of Lord Reading to the 
United States. 

GREAT INTEREST attaches to the appointment of the Earl of 
Reapine as High Commissioner of the King in the United 
States, as well on account of the brilliant career of the Lord 
Chief Justice and the high estimation in which he is held by 
the legal profession in both its branches, as of this novel employ- 
ment of the highest of the Common Law Judges; and on 
account, too, of the very special nature of his new office—an 
office which, we are glad to see, is not to interfere with his 
retention of his judicial office, and his resumption hereafter of 
judicial duties. The office of Lord Chief Justice of England is, of 
course, of great antiquity, and in early days the holder of it— 
the Chief Justiciar—not infrequently took an active part in the 
government of the country. W1LL1am LONGCHAMP, for instance, 
united in himself the offices of Lord Chancellor and Chief 
Justiciar, and ruled England during the absence of RicHaRD 
I. in Palestine and his captivity in Germany (Campbell’s 
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om 
Lives of the Chief Justices, I., p. 37). 
high judicial persons have been content with their position in 
the Courts, and the list contains many names of great legal 
renown. Sir Epwarp Coxe, Sir MattHew Hatz, and Lord 
MANSFIELD may be selected as standing in the first rank; in a 
lower degree there are Chief Justices like Sir Jonn Hout, Sir 
Joun Wituies, Lord Kenyon, Lord ELLtensoroven, and Lord 
TENTERDEN ; and it would be easy to lengthen the list with 





more modern names 


Ambassadors and Ministers Plenipotentiary. 

As REGARDS the nature of Lord REapIna’s new office, it is 
not easy to fit it into any of the recognized classes of diplomatic 
envoy Ambassadors or legates have been familiar in inter 
course between States from remote antiquity, but the differences 
ii their position and duties led to disputes—in particular in 
regard to precedence. At the Congress of Vienna in 1815 it 
1 that there should be three different classes—namely, 
second, Ministers Plenipotentiary and 
Envoys Extraordinary ; and, third, Chargés d’ Affaires. At the 
Congress of Aix-la-Ch ipelle in 1818 a fourth class was added 
Ministe Resident, who were to rank between 
ministers Plenipotentiary and Chargés d’Affaires. Ambassa- 
dors are considered to be | ‘rsonal representatives of the heads 
of their State nd on this account enjoy special honours, 
including the right of negotiating with the head of the State 
personally; but sin under modern conditions, diplomatic 
busine thre ugh the hands of a Foreign Secretary this 
right has lost any practical value (Hall’s International Law, 
6th ed., p. 295; Oppenheim’s International Law, 2nd ed. I., 
p. 445). The official announcement of Lord REaApING’s 
appointment describes him as the King’s ‘‘ High Commissioner 


" 
in the United States in the character of Ambassador Extra- 


was agre 


first, Amb idol 


namely, 


ordinary and Plenipotentiary on Special Mission.’’ Lord 
ReEADING’s tenure of his new office may be too short for him to 
establish a reputation as Ambassador similar to that which 


Lord Bryce acquired during his stay at Washington ; but the 
appointment is a welcome proof of the desire of the Government 
to go outside the Diplomatic Service for the special ability 
required in Ambassadors; and in the present state of business 
in the Courts there is no reason to grudge Lord Reap1nc this 
chance of adding to his great services to the State in connection 
with the war o- 


The Hilary Appeal Lists. 

Tue Cause Lists for the present sittings shew 153 cases in the 
Court of Appeal, of which seventeen are appeals from the 
Chancery Division, 110 from the King’s Bench Division, and 
five are Workmen’s Ci The total is a drop 
from the beginning of last sittings, when it was 203; but it is 


mpenu ation cases. 


an advance on the 117 of a year ago. Litigation, however, does 
not flourish in war time. ‘The appeals in Hilary, 1914, were 
329 PI 1 this was partly due to arrears, but there has 
been no such figure since the war The highest were 308 in 
Michaelma 1914, and 282 in Hilary, 1915. In 1916 and 
1917 the effect of the war became more evident. The Chancery 
appea lude ¢ yn Bre wery Co. Vv. Ce ntral Control Board 
(61 Sotrerrors’ Journat, p. 709), in which Youncer, J., held 
that, on a compulsory acquisition of licensed premises by the 
Board, compensation was payable under the Lands Clauses 


Act; Spalding v. Gamage (61 Sottcittors’ JouRNAL, p. 770), as 


to the measure of damag in a passing off action: Ecclesiastical 
ames yne v. Inland Revenue Commissioners (33 T. L. R 
411), an appeal from Lvusna, J , as to the assessment of reversion 


duty: Hult & Co. v. Chaduick d& Taylor (33 T. L. R. 363), 
as to the effect of the war under a 
( majeure clause in a contract; London County and West- 
” ter Bank v. Tompkins (33 T. L. R. 471), an appeal from 
, on the question whether an equitable mortgage 
by memorandum of deposit is within thie Increase of Rent, &c., 
Act, 1915 ind North London and General Property Ce. V¥. 
Moy (Limited) (33 T. lL. R. 442), an appeal from the decision 
of the late Mr. Justice Low, that a landlord, before allowing 
deduction of income tax from rent, is entitled to see the receipt 
The number (five) in the Workmen’s Compensa- 


an appeal from ATKIN, J 


SHEARMAN, J 


for the tax. 





But in later times these | 
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tion list is one more than a year ago, but there is a striking 
falling-off lately in these appeals. 








The High Court Lists. 

Tue High Court lists give a total of 275 Chancery matters, 
with thirty-seven winding-up matters in addition ; 334 King’s 
Bench cases; and 707 Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
matters. The total is 1,353, but having regard to the number 
of divorce matters, this is of little use for comparison with 
previous sittings. The number of undefended probate and 
divorce causes—chiefly, we assume, divorce—is 467, and the 
total of these causes is 579; at the beginning of last sittings it 
was 708, anda yearago519. In Hilary, 1916, 1915, and #914, 
respectively, the number was 217, 484, and 374. Thus the 
figures are irregular, but they shew a decided tendency to 
increase. With impending changes in the Divorce Law, this 
points to decentralization of these causes. The Chancery list 
of 275 matters is an increase on the 246 of Michaelmas sittings, 
and on the 223 of a year ago. But Mr. Justice PETERSON was 
absent all last sittings—we are glad to see that he is now able 
to resume work—and another Chancery Judge was sitting 
in the Court of Appeal. The 334 cases in the King’s Bench 
list are made up of ninety-eight Divisional Court cases, 235 
actions for trial, and one bankruptcy matter. In each class 
there is a drop since the beginning of last sittings, when the 
total was 458; and a year ago the total was 523. But, assum- 
ing an absence of arrears, the number seems to compare not 
unfavourably with previous sittings since the outbreak of war. 
At Trinity, 1915, the total was down to 170. 


Registration of Particulars as to Directors. 


WE HAVE received from Mr. E. T. HarGRavEs a copy of a 
letter from the Board of Trade as to the particulars required to 
be given under the Companies (Particulars as to Directors) Act, 
1917. Section 1 of this Act enacts that, in addition to the 
particulars with respect to directors which are, by section 26 of 
the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, required to be in- 
cluded in the annual summary, there shall be included “‘ such 
particulars with respect to those persons as would be:required 
t» be furnished with respect to them under the Registration of 
Business Names Act, 1916, if they were partners in a_firm 
required to be registered under that Act ’’ ; and the obligation 
under section 26 to notify changes in the directors is to include 
an obligation to notify changes in any such particulars. 
Section 26 requires ‘‘ the names and addresses of the persons 
who at the date of the return are the directors of the company ’ 
to be given ; and the effect of the above enactment is to call also 
for the particulars which must be given as to the partners in a 
firm under the Registration of Business Names Act, 1916; 7.¢., 
by section 3 (1) (¢), among other matters, ‘‘ the other business 
occupation (if any) of each of the individuals who are 
partners.’’ 

Requirement of Particulars as to all Business 
Occupations. 

Tue Board of Trade are advised that this requires that, as to 
each director, there shall be given all his other business occupa- 
tions, including the name of any other company of which he 1s 
a director, and on the words of the statutes we do not see how 
any other construction is possible. Our correspondent, Mr. 
HARGRAVES, points out that the same particulars are 
required in registrations under the earlier Act, and 
the object of the draftsman seems to- have been, 
not only to give publicity to the identity of the 
partners in a firm and of the directors of a company, but to 
provide a key to all their commercial history. Our corre- 
spondent regards tlt Act, as so const rued, as a most oppressive 
enactment, and his opinion will probably be shared by others 
It is well known that the Acts were passed only under the 
pressure of the war, and with a view to discovering enemy 
partners and directors. Apart from that, it 1s probable enough 
that they would never have appeared on. the statute book, for 
some thirty years of consideration had not brought the scheme 
of registration irfto any general favour. Since they were pass ; 
very little has been heard of them ; probably because there was 
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general assent to their immediate utility, and a desire not to be 
over critical. But it would seem that their requirements go 
beyond what is required to give effect to registration—namely, 
publicity as to who the members of a firm or the directorsof a 
company are—and it may be hoped that they will be recon- 
sidered after the war. 


Tenants’ Fire Insurance. 

GiBBoN, it is said, included auctioneers and lawyers as part 
and parcel of an unfeeling race of men. If he had lived in the 
present age, it is possible he might have stigmatised fire offices 
in a similar fashion, it unhappily not being their habit, when 
a loss occurs, to make it good beyond the sum insured. The 
significant advance which has taken place in the cost of build- 
ing materials and labour has naturally alarmed cautious land- 
lords, and made them refer to their leases to see how far their 
several tenants are responsible in this novel, and probably 
quite unexpected, state of affairs. If a tenant has agreed to 
insure to an amount not less than a specified sum, obviously 
the landlord has no right to ask to-day for an insurance in a 
larger sum, and he must either insure himself for a proper 
excess, or rely contentedly on the tenant's obligation (unless 
expressly excepted) under the covenants fo repair and to rebuild 
in event of a fire (Digby v. Atkinson, 4 Camp. 275, 278; Yates 
v. Dunster, 11 Ex. 15). But where the tenant’s covenant is 
to insure to at least a specified fraction of the full value of the 
demised property, an interesting question at once arises 
whether ‘‘ value’’ here means at the date of the lease, or at 
the time of the yearly renewal. That such a question is im- 
portant in the eye of the law is sufficiently clear from the fact 
that a jury, even where no fire occurs, may award more than 
nominal damages to the landlord in respect of the possibility 
of loss to which he has been exposed by his tenant’s neglect to 
insure (/iey v. Wyche, 12 L. J., Q. B. 83, 85). It may there- 
fore be at once opportune and helpful to direct attention to the 
observation of the editors of ‘‘ Davidson ’’ upon a tenant’s 
covenant to insure to four-fifths of the full value of the build- 
ings. They observe that it is understood that the words ‘‘ full 
value ’’ do not here refer to the saledble value for the time being 
of the demised property, including the value of the site; but. 
for the purposes of this covenant, four-fifths of the value of the 
property is supposed to be such a sum as, in the event of the 
entire destruction of the buildings for the time being upon the 
demised parcel of ground, will suffice to replace them with 
others exactly similar (Davidson’s Conveyancing, Vol. V., 
Part I., 3rd Ed., p. 152). They, however, call attention to 
Yates v. Dunster (ubi swp.). Conveyancing draftsmen are 
always so anxious and ready to be instructed by the most 
recent experience that we have no doubt they will reconsider 
their form of covenant to insure in the light of present condi- 
tions, and, if necessary, so revise it as to make it clear to an 
unprofessional reader, and meet future contingencies caused 
by increased cost of rebuilding owing to surveyors’ and archi- 
tects’ fees, any local building bye-laws, or abnormal price of 
labour or material. And we should hardly be surprised if, 
when acting in future for a landlord or mortgagee, they may be 
the less disposed to accept a covenant to insure which only 
effects cover to a specified sum in any event. 


Eating and Drinking on the Bench. 


We rememser to have read in a book of travels in Africa 
that a screen was held before the King of Dahomey when he 
took any refreshment, for the people must not see the king 


tat or drink. The notion that eating or drinking in public 


4s attended with some loss of dignity may possibly be the origin 
of the custom for our judges sitting in robes to leave the court 
n a suitable occasion and to take their luncheon in a private 
toom. The custom is not, however, without exceptions, and 
it appears from a paper written by Mr. Grecory Kine, Lan- 
taster Herald, entitled ‘‘ The Method of Proceedings upon the 
Trial of a Peer,” that ‘‘upon any intérvals during the trial 
the Lord High Steward may have wine and ‘ biskits’ presented 


| #m on the knee, and the judges and officers attending him may 


also have wine and biskits.’’ Another exception was certainly 
that of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, where 
their lordships brought their luncheons with them and ate and 
drank when they thought proper to do so. We have heard of 
judges whose digestions enabled them to support a protracted 
fast, and who exercised their power by keeping counsel on their 
feet from the sitting until the rising of the court. We have 
reason to believe, however, that such instances of judicial 
tyranny do not occur at the present day. 





The Trade Marks Bill. 


WE recently (ante, p. 155) referred at some length to the Bill 
which has been brought into the House of Commons by the 
President of the Board of Trade to amend the Patents and 
Designs Act, 1907. Contemporaneously a Bill was brought 
in by the President to amend the Trade Marks Act, 1905. If 
this Bill passes into law, it will, we think, be, as a whole, 
detrimental to traders; but it will benefit the Patent Office by 
increased fees; and it will certainly benefit the legal profession 
by the difficult questions which will arise under it and the 
numerous applications to the Court which it will entail 

The Bill is divided into three Parts. Part I provides for 
the division of the Register of Trade Marks into two parts, 
“Part A” and ‘‘ Part B.’’ Part B is to comprise all trade 
marks registered under Part I. of the Bill, and Part A all 
other registered trade marks. Then clause 2 provides: 


2.—(1) Any person who has for a period of not less than three 
years bona fide used in the United Kingdom any mark on or in 
connection with any goods for the purpose of distinguishing such 
goods from goods of others in respect of manufacture, selection, 
certification, dealing with, or offering for sale, may apply, in the 
prescribed manner, to have that mark entered as his registered 
trade mark in Part B. of the register in respect of such goods 


2) The registrar shall consider every such application for regis 
tration of a trade mark in Part B. of the register, and if it appears 
to him without search that the application is inconsistent with the 
provisions of section eleven or section nineteen of the principal Act, 


or if he is not satisfied that the mark has been so used as aforesaid, 
he may refuse the application or may accept it, subject to condi 
tions, amendments, or modifications as to the classes of goods in 
respect of which the mark is to be registered, and in any other case 
he shall accept the application. 

3) Any such refusal or conditional acceptance shall be subject to 


appeal to the court, and if the ground for refusal is insufficiency of 

evidence as to user, such refusal shall be without prejudice to any 

application for registration of the trade mark under the provisions 

of the principal Act. 
Clause 3 provides that the provisions of the Act of 1905 shall, 
with certain exceptions, apply to registered B trade 
The exceptions, which need not be set out here, include the 
provisions of section 41 as to registration being conclusive after 
seven years. 

The status of a registered B trade mark is defined by clause 4 

of the Bill as follows :— 


4. The registration of a person as the proprietor of a trade mark 
in Part B. of the register shall be prima facie evidence that that 
person has the exclusive right to the use of that trade mark, but in 
any action for infringement of a trade mark entered in Part B. of 
the register, no injunction or other relief shall be granted to the 
owner of the trade mark in respect of such registration, if the 
defendant establishes to the satisfaction of the court that the user 
of which the plaintiff complains is not calculated to deceive or to lead 
to the belief that the goods the subject of such user were goods 
manufactured, selected, certified, dealt with, or offered for sale by 
the proprietor of the trade mark. 


marks. 


Clause 5 makes it an offence punishable by fine to use 
registered ’’ in connection with a B trade mark without 
clearly indicating ‘‘ that the trade mark is registered in Part B 
of the register.’’. The question will be what is a clear indi- 
cation? We submit that ‘‘ registered BR trade mark ’’ will be 
sufficient. 

To make, as proposed by Clause 2 (1), a mark bond fide used 
for not less than three vears to denote goods a registrable B 
trade mark seems at first sight a boon to traders, but on 
examination it does not prove to be much of a boon. Such 


‘é 





a trade mark will be amenable to all applications fez rectifi- 
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cation under the principal Act, and (in the case of a word 
mark) under the Bill; its registration can never become conclu- 
sive; and under Clause 4 any other person can use it, if he can 
satisfy the Court that his user is not calculated to deceive or to 
lead to the belief that the goods the subject of his user are the 
goods of the proprietor of the trade mark. Then again, if a 
trader has used a mark for over three years on his goods, either 
the mark will have come to be recognized as in fact distinguish- 


ing his goods on the market, or it will not. In the latter case, he 


will gain little if anything by registering it as a B trade mark ; 
and in the former case, it would be eligible for registration as 
a distinctive mark under section 7 (5) of the Act of 1905. 

Part II. of the Bill deals with ‘‘ word trade marks.’’ 
Words are a very favourite species of trade mark, and the 
number of words already registered as trade marks is very 
great. What dictated the attack on word trade marks made in 
the Bill we do not know, but the language of Part II. indicates 
that it is made, not in the interests of trade, but in the interest 
of the public. We have never heard of any objection to word 
trade marks on the part of the public, and we do not think 
that any such objection exists. We understand that Clause 7 
is largely based upon an objection which is entertained in some 
quarters to the use of words as trade marks for medicinal pre- 
parations. Assuming this objection to be well founded, why 
not prohibit the registration of word trade marks for medicinal 
preparations in the future, as was done in respect of cotton 
piece goods and cotton yarn by section 64 (10) (a) of the Act 
of 1905, instead of attacking all word trade marks? 

Clause 7 of the Bill is as follows :— 

7.—(1) If the proprietor of a word trade mark registered after the 
passing of this Act, whether under the principal Act or Part I. of 
this Act, by advertisement or otherwise so acts as to lead to the 
general use by the public of the word so registered as the name or 
general description of any article or type of article, and not as 
denoting or connoting an article or type ol article made, sold, 
certified, dealt with, or offered for sale, by himself, the trade mark 
shall, notwithstanding the provisions of section forty-one of the 
principal Act, on the application of any porson aggrieved, be removed 
by the court from the register of trade marks. 

(2) At any time after the expiration of four years from the passing 
of this Act and notwithstanding the -provisions of section forty-one 
of the Principal Act any word trade mark registered under the 
principal Act before the passing of this Act which is generally used 
by the public in the manner mentioned in the last preceding sub 


section may, upon the application of any person aggrieved, be | 


removed by the court from the register : 

Provided that the court, if satistied that since the passing of this 
Act the proprietor of such word trade mark has not by advertisement 
or otherwise encouraged and has taken al] reasonable steps to prevent 
such user, may, instead of removing such word trade mark from 
the register, order it to be entered in Part B. of the register either 
alone or with such modifications and additions as to the court may 
seem just, having regard to the steps taken by the owner to cause 
such word trade mark to be used solely for the purpose of distinguish- 
ing the goods of the proprietor of the trade mark from those of other 
persons. 

5) The power to remove a trade mark from the register conferred 
by this section shall be in addition to and not in derogation of any 
other powers of the court in respect of the removal of trade marks 
from the register. 


The first question which naturally arises is—what consti 
tutes a ‘‘ word trade mark’’? A single word, of 
and we should think that a sentence of a few words would be 
a word trade mark ; but a label consisting wholly of letterpress, 
with or without flourishes or the like by way of ornamentation, 
could not, we think, be held to be a word trade mark. 
common form of trade mark—there are numbers of them on 
the register—is a device of an animal or bird with a word 
underneath explanatory of the device, e.g., the picture of a 
crane with the word ‘‘ Crane’’ underneath. Is such a com- 
pound trade mark a “ word trade mark’’? According to the 
trend of recent decisions of the Court it ought not to be held 


course, 158, 


to be so; but such a trade mark is just as likely to lead to the 


public calling the goods, to which it is applied, ‘* Crane ’’ goods, 
as a mark consisting of the word ‘‘ Crane ’’ without the device. 

Then comes the question of the interpretation to be placed 
on “‘the general use by the public’’ of a registered word 
trade mark ‘‘ as the name or general description of any article 


A very | 


or type of article, and not as denoting or connoting an article 


> 


or type of article’ as the goods of the proprietor of the regis. 
| tered word mark. This is very vague, and we think most 
unsatisfactory. In any case ‘‘ or type of article ’’ ought to be 
| omitted. Then it must be borne in mind that when the public 
ask for an article under a particular name, they mean (except 
in the case of articles which are notoriously produced by 
several manufacturers such as Bath Buns or Harvey Sauce) an 
article emanating from a particular source, although they may 
| be ignorant of the name of the manufacturer. In so using the 
name they, of course, describe the article, but they also connote 
the manufacturer. If this be recognized, and acted upon, it 
will tend to reduce the mischief which Clause 7 of the Bill will 
otherwise effect. 

It will, of course, be, under the Bill, incumbent on the pro- 
prietors of word trade marks to do all that they can in the 
future to prevent the public from using their word trade marks 
as the names of their goods; but how they can effectually do 
so, judging from the experience of the past, we fail to see, 
If the public takes it into its head to use a particular name for 
particular goods, the proprietor of such goods can no more stop 
them than King Canute could stop the waves; and to make a 
trader responsible for what he cannot help would be a gross 
injustice. We may mention in passing a well-known instance 
where the makers of a beverage had their trade seriously preju- 
diced by a nickname which a class of customers used for this 
beverage. By paragraph (2) of Clause 7 of the Bill the pro- 
prietor of a word trade mark is given a species of moratorium 
of four years before his mark can be attacked. If during that 
period he can cure the public of the misuse of his mark, his 
position will, as we understand it, become secure; but if he 
fails to do so—as we certainly think he will—then his mark will 
be liable to be removed from the register upon the application 

| of ‘‘ any person aggrieved,’’ although we do not see how any 
person can be aggrieved by the mark remaining on the register 
| except a rival trader who desires to use it himself and so to cut 
into the business of the registered proprietor. 
| The proviso to Clause 7 (2) gives, as a kind of solatium to the 
proprietor of an old word trade mark, who has not encouraged 
| and tried to prevent the public from misusing his mark, a 
| chance of having it registered as a B trade mark instead of its 
| being taken off the register altogether ; but the language of the 
proviso as to the nature of the registration he would so obtain 
is obscure, and we do not think that it would be of much 
benefit to him. 
| Clause 9 (1) of the Bill appears to us open to serious 
objection. It proposes to enact that applications for rectifi- 
| cation of the register under Part II. and also applications for 
rectification under sections 35 or 37 of the principal Act may, 
at the option of the applicant, be made in the first instance t 
| the Registrar. Why the proprietor of the trade mark which 
| is attacked should have no voice in the matter, we fail to see. 
Besides, the experience of the past as to the exercise of his 
| judicial powers in trade mark matters by the Registrar is not 
such as to encourage any extension of those powers. One thing 
seems certain, namely, that if the clause is to stand, it ought to 
make provision for the publication of all decisions of the Regis 
trar (with the grounds thereof) on application for rectification; 
otherwise the trade will be left in the dark as to the nature 
and effect of such decisions. 

The Bill requires the most careful consideration by traders 
generally. We understand that it has begun to receive col 
sideration, and that objections are entertained in many quartefs 
to some of its provisions, and particularly as to the way ™ 
| which the status of word trade marks is affected. 


| 











s 

At Leeds Quarter Sessions on the 3rd inst. sentence of five yeats 
penal servitude was passed upon Thomas Pickford, twenty-four, jomer, 
| for stealing £21 from Miss Phyllis Wasley. Pickford’s plan was to 
pose as a police detective, represent that a man was in custody be 
attempting to cash a stolen cheque, and ask for notes and cash i 


| order to compare certain marks. In two months the prisoner had com: 


mitted sixteen offences in different parts of the country and had rob! 
| his victims of nearly £500, - 
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The War Aims of the United States 
and Great Britain. 


III. 
THe Lasourn Party’s MEMORANDUM. 


Ovr summary so far has been based upon speeches, and it has been 
necessary to extract the pith of the speech from its oratorical 
setting. As to the Labour Party’s Memorandum on War Aims our 
task is different, and will gonsist in stating shortly the principles 
which are set forth in it. The Memorandum was drafted by the 
Parliamentary Committee of the Trades Union Congress and the 
Executive Committee of the Labour Party, and was adopted with 
practical unanimity at a Special Conference of the British Labour 
Movement held at the Central Hall, Westminster, on 28th Decem- 
ber. The acceptance was moved by Mr. Henperson, who, in the 
course of his speech, said :— 

“The war, whatever its origin, ‘must now be regarded as a 
struggle between the old and new systems of government in 
Europe. The war is the inevitable offspring of autocratic 
government and its issue, uncontrolled imperialism and aggres- 
sive militarism working through the subterranean channels of 
secret diplomacy. No settlement therefore can be satisfactory 
which does not achieve for the world the complete discrediting 
of aggressive militarism and the substitution for it of a higher 
conception of nationak and international responsibilities. 
Faith in brute force as an ideal instrument for attaining 
national ambitions, whether right or wrong, must be destroyed. 
In order to make the world saie for democracy the peace settle- 
ment must contain all the conditions and safeguards essential 
to the future life and national development of free peoples, be 
they large or small. Secret diplomacy, compulsory military 
service, profit from the manufacture of the instruments of 
destruction, shouldbe rendered unnecessary in a society of 
free nations. This is the great spiritual change which working- 
class organizations are especially concerned to secure by any 
peace settlement.” 

the Memorandum is arranged under the following heads : — 

(1) The War.—As to the war generally the declaration unani- 
mously agreed to at the conference of the Socialist and Labour 
Parties of the Allied Nations on 14th February, 1915, is reaffirmed. 
The substance of this was stated by Mr, Henperson in his speech, 
and the Memorandum itself appears to be an expansion of -the 
principles laid down in it. Among these were the repudiation of 
any intention to bring about the political and economic crushing 
of Germany, and it said that, while inexorably resolved to fight 
until victory was achieved in order to secure the liberation of people 
‘annexed by force, they were, none the less, resolved to resist any 
attempt to transform this defensive war into a war of conquest. 

(2) Making the World Safe for Democracy—Under this head the 
Memorandum asks for the complete democratization of all 
countries ; the suppression of secret diplomacy ; such concerted 
action as shall render possible the abolition in all countries of 
compulsory military service; and the limitation of armaments. 


And, in addition :— 


_ “That it should be an essential part of the treaty of peace 
itself that there should be forthwith established a super- 
national authority, or League of Nations, which should not only 
be adhered to by all the present belligerents, but which every 
other independent sovereign State in the world should be 
pressed to join; the immediate establishment by such League 
of Nations, not only of an International High Court for the 
settlement of all disputes between States that are of justiciable 
nature, but also of appropriate machinery for joint and effec- 
tive mediation between States in issues that are not justiciable ; 
the formation of an International Legislature, in which the 
representatives of every civilized State would have their 
allotted share ; the gradual development, as far as may prove 
to be possible, of international legislation agreed to by and 
definitely binding upon, the several States ; and for a solemn 
agreement and pledge by all States that every issue between 
any two or more of them shall be submitted for settlement as 
aforesaid, and that they Will all make common cause against 
any State which, fails to adhere to this agreement.” 

(3) Territorial Adjustments.— Under a series of heads the Memor- 
andum deals with the very difficult territorial questions which await 
Settlement, prefacing the subject with the declaration that “the 
British Labour movement has no sympathy with the attempts 


, Made, now in this quarter and now in that, to convert this war into 


& war of conquest, whether what is sought to be acquired by force 
territory or wealth, nor should the struggle be prolonged for a 














single day, once the conditions of a permanent peace can be secured, 
merely for the sake of extending the boundaries of any State.” At 
the same time, in order to avoid a renewal of war, not only 
restitution and reparation, but also certain territorial readjust- 
ments are xd; but these should be arrived at by common 
agreement on the general principle of allowing all peoples to settle 
their own destinies. 


req ult 


The particular cases we must pass over rapidly :— 

(a) For the wrong admittedly done to Belgium there must be 
reparation the German Government under the direction of an 
international commission, and the restoration of Belgium to com- 
plete and untrammelled independent sovereignty. 

(b) Alsace and Lorraine must be allowed, under the protection of 
the super-national authority or League of Nations, freely to decide 
what shall be their future political position. 

(c) The whole problem of the reorganization of the administra- 
tion of the peoples of the Balkan Peninsula might be dealt with by 
a special conference of their representatives, or by an authoritative 
international commisssion, on the basis of the complete freedom of 
these people to settle their own destinies, irrespective of Austrian, 
Turkish or other foreign dominion, and certain other principles 
which are set out. 

(d) As to Italy, the warmest sympathy is expressed with the 
people of Italian*blood and speech who have been left outside the 
inconvenient and indefensible boundaries that have, as a result of 
the diplomatic agreements of the past been assigned to the kingdom 
of Italy, and their claims to be united with those of their own race 
and tongue is supported ; but there is no sympathy with “ the far- 
reaching aims of conquest of Italian Imperialism.” 

(¢) The case of Poland and other countries whose independence 
has been temporarily destroyed must be dealt with on the principle 
of allowing each people to settle its own destiny. 

(f) For the Jews of all countries tolerance, freedom of residence 
and equal citizenship are claimed ; and the hope is expressed that 
Palestine may become a Free State, under international guarantee, 
to which such of the Jewish people as desire to do so may return. 

(7) As to the Turkish Empire, Armenia, Mesopotamia and 
Arabia cannot be restored to the tyranny of the Sultan. “If in 
these territories it is impracticable to leave it to the peoples to 
settle their own destinies, the British Labour movement insists 
that, conformably with the policy of no annexation,’ they should 
be placed for administration in the hands of a commission acting 
under the super-national authority or League of Nations. It is 
further suggested that the peace of the world requires that Con- 
stantinople should be made a free port, permanently neutralized 
and placed (together with both shores of the Dardanelles, and 
possibly some or all of Asia Minor) under the same impartial 
administration.” 

(h) As to the colonies of tropical Africa, since “ it is impracticable 
here to leave the various peoples concerned to settle their own 
destinies, it is suggested that the interests of humanity would be 
best served by the full and frank abandonment of any dreams of 
an African Empire; the transfer of the present colonies of the 
European Powers in tropical. Africa, however the limits of this 
area may be defined, to the proposed super-national authority or 
League of Nations herein suggested; and their administration 
under the Legislative Council of that authority as a single inde- 
pendent African State, with its own trained staff,” on certain prin- 
ciples which are set out, including permanent neutralization.” 

(i) In other cases where a transfer of severeignty is necessary, 
this should be made the subject of amicable bargaining, with an 
equivalent exchange, in money or otherwise. 


by 


a 


(4) Economie Relations.—The Memorandum declares strongly 
against any economic war, after peace has been secured, against 
any foreign nation, since this would eventually lead to reprisals ; 
and, moreover, 

“the British workmen see in the alliance between the military 
Imperialists and fiscal Protectionists, in any country what- 
\ not only a serious danger to the prosperity of the 
masses of the people, but also a grave menace to peace. On the 
hand, if, unfortunately, a genuine peace cannot be 
the right of each nation to the defence of its own 
economic interests, and, in face of the world shortage herein- 
after mentioned, to the conservation for its own people of a 
sufficiency of its own supplies of foodstuffs and raw material 
cannot be denied.” 

(5) The Problems of Peace-—The probable world-shortage, after 
the war, of exportable foodstuffs and raw materials, and of merchant 
shipping, will render necessary systematic arrangements— 


soever, 


other 


secured, 


on an international basis for the allocation and conveyance 
of the available exportable surpluses of these commodities to 
the different countries, in proportion, not to their purchasing 
powers, but to their several pressing needs, and that, within 


each country, the Government must for some time maintain its 
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control of the most indispensable commodities, in order to 
secure their appropriation, not in a competitive market, mainly 
to the richer classes in proportion to their means, but systema- 
tically to meet the most urgent needs of the whole community 
on the principle of ‘no cake for anyone until all have bread.’ ’ 
(And prompt and energetic action must be taken by the several 
Governments to deal with the widespread unemployment which 
will arise. Hence the Labour Parties of every country are urged 
to press on their Governments the preparation of plans for the 
execution of public works of many different kinds, suflicient, 
together with the various capitalist enterprises that may be in 
progress, to maintain at a fairly uniform level year by year, and 
throughout each year, the aggregate demand for labour, and thus 
prevent there being any unemployed.” 


(6) Restoratio: of Devastated Areas and R paration of IV rong- 
doing._-The Memorandum urges that, immediately peace is declared, 
there should be restorat n so far as may be possible, of homes, 
farms, factories, public buildings, and means of communication in 
the devastated countries ; and that, se far as the cost is contributed 
by any international fund, the assessment and distribution of 
the compensation shall be made under the direction of an inter- 
national commission The Memorandum concludes with a claim 
for a full and free judicial investigation into accusations of 


breaches of the usages of war, and in particular it draws atten- 
tion to 
the loss of life and property of merchant seamen and other 
non-combatants (including women and children) resulting from 
this inhuman and ruthless conduct. It should be part of the 
conditions of peace that there should be forthwith set up a 
court of claims and accusations, which should investigate all 
such allegations as may be brought before it, summon the 
accused person or Government to answer the complaints, 
pronounce judgment, and award compensation or damages, 
payable by the individual or Government condemned, to the 
persons who had suffered wrong, or to their dependents. The 


several Governments must be responsible, financially and 
otherwise, for the presentation of the cases of their respective 
nationals to such a court of claims and accusations.” 


Here according to our original design this summary should fo 


the present have st ypped, but events move fast. The adoption of 
the above Memorandum was followed very quickly by the state 
ment of War Aims made by the Prime Minister to the trades union 
delegates last Saturday 1 statement which has been recognized to 


be of supreme importance—and this again by President Wison’s 
Address to Congress on Tuesday. We are glad that our series of 
articles has been timed so as to include these latest declarations, 
but we must defer a summary of them till next week. It is not 
improbable that further events in these negotiations—for such in 
effect they are—will soon follow, but a week’s delay will not affect 
the utility of our summary. 

Meanwhile, as a pendant tu the foregoing presentiment of the 
Labour Party’s Memorandum, we may note that a statement. wel- 
coming President Winson’s authoritative declaration of Allied War 
Aims has been issued on behalf of the Parliame ntary Committee of 
the Trades Union Congress, the National Executive of the Labour 
Party, and the Co-operative Parliamentary Representation Com- 
mittee. Referring, as we have done, to these events as negotiations. 
it concludes 

In fact, we may say that peace negotiations have now 
begun, and that the world waits for the proof that the Central 
Powers are sincere in their desire to carry them to a conclusion 
which will be acceptable to the peoples of the world.” 

(To be contir ued.) 


Books of the Week. 


Criminal Law.—Criminal Appeal Cases. Reports of Cases 
in the Court of Criminal Appeal. July 30, 31; October 15, 22; 
November 12-16, 1917. Edited by Herman Conen, Barrister-at- 
Law. Vol. 13, Part 1. Stevens & Haynes. 7s. 6d. net. 


Directory.—The Scottish Law Directory, 1918. William Hodge 
& Co., Edinburgh. 8s. net. 


Workmen’s Compensation.— Workmen’s Compensation 
and Insurance Reports, 1917. Part 3, with Annotated Digest. 
Edited by W. A. G. Woops, LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Annotated 
Index by GiLpert Srone, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited); Sweet & Maxwell (Limited); W. Green & Son, Edin- 
burgh. Annual subscription, 15s. 


[International Law Notes, September-I Yecember, 1917. Stevens 
& Sons (Limited) ; Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 4s. (This will in 
future to be issued quarterly, the size being enlarged.] 





Canada Law Journal, November, 1917. Canada Law Book (Co, 
(Limited), Toronto. 
_Case and Comment, December, ‘1917. The Lawyers’ Co-opera- 
tive Publishing Co., Rochester, New York. 15 cents. 








Correspondence. 


Taking Evidence on Commission in Japan. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Sir,—My colleague, Dr. de Becker, of Yokohama, has just written 
to me requesting me, for the information of the profession, to deal 
in International Law Notes with a pomt of some pragtical import- 
ance as regards the taking of evidence on commission in Japan 
As no number of International Law Notes will appear until nest 
March, I would venture to ask you to give publicity to the matter 
raised by my colleague. 

No doubt owing to a misapprehension as to the exact position of 
affairs in Japan, the British courts occasionally issue commissions 
to British Consular officials in Japan, which are, as likely as not, 
to prove nugatory. \ 

It appears that British Consuls in Japan cannot act as commis- 
sioners to take evidence without the special consent of the British 
Ambassador, and the Embassy, apparently, will not give such con- 
sent owing to the fact that an arrangement has been arrived at 
between the British and Japanese authorities for the taking of 
evidence relating to civil and criminal actions in the courts of 
the respective countries. 

There is a Japanese law, which, on the face of it, might be said 
to avoid the difficulty and to provide a method by which 
evidence could be.taken. Such law is entitled “ Law Concerning 
Mutual Succour at the Request of Foreign Courts ” (Law No. 63 of 
the 13th March, 1905, as amended by Law No. 7 of the year 1912). 

A translation of the material provisions in this law is as 
follows :—Art. 1. At the request of foreign courts, courts shall 
render legal succour in respect to the service of documents and the 
taking of evidence relating to civil and criminal actions. Legal 
succour shall be rendered by the local courts having jurisdiction 
over the place where the needful (requisite) affair is to be 
transacted. 

Legal succour shall be rendered on the fulfilment of the follow- 
ing conditions, namely : 


1. That the request has been made through diplomatic 
organs. 

2. That in the case of a request for service of documents, the 
request has been made by a document specifying the name of 
the person on whom such service is to be made, his nationality 
and his domicile or residence. 

3. That in the case of a request for taking of evidence, the 
request has been made by a document stating the parties to 
the suit, the nature of the means of proof, the name, the 
nationality and domicile or residence of the person who is to be 
examined, and the matter in regard to which examination 1s 
required, and which, in the case of a criminal case, is accom- 
panied by a document stating the gist of the matter. 

4. That in the case of a request, and documents connected 
therewith, which are not drawn up in the Japanese language, 
Japanese translations are annexed. : 

5. That the Power to which the requesting court belongs 1s 
under engagement to reimburse the expenses required for the 
transaction of the affair in regard to which the request is made. 

6. That the Power to which the requesting court belongs is 
under engagément to render legal succour at the request of 
Japanese courts in regard to identical or similar matters, 


Art. 2. Should the subject matter of the request fall under the 
jurisdiction of another court, the court of requisition shall transfer 
the request to the competent court. 

Art. 3. The matter in respect to which the request has been made 
shall be transacted in accordance with the Japanese law. 

The law in question is, however, practically abortive for the 
following reasons :— 

In the first place, the request to take evidence has to be = 
through diplomatic organs, and this necessarily entails the onpene 
ture of a great deal of time and trouble. In the second place, the 
pre ceedings are held in the Japanese language, so that all foreign 
witnesses have to be examined through an interpreter and the 
record is kept in the Japanese language. In the third place, the 
proceedings are governed by Japanese law, and at times this po 
sion might prevent the court here from giving full effect to t 
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wishes‘of the court at home. In the fourth place, the taking of 
evidence is rendered practically nugatory by the provision of the 
Japanese law to the effect that all documents connected with the 
matter which are not drawn up in Japanese must be translated for 
the information of the court, and three copies of the same must be 
made, one for the court, one for the plaintiff, and one for the 
defendant. This means, in practice, such an enormous amount of 
unnecessary and ridiculous work that the law has never been en- 
forced. In the fifth place, not only would the documents have to 
be translated, but all the evidence would have to be taken down in 
Japanese through an interpreter, and the record (which would also 
be in Japanese) would have again to be translated into English 
and certified to for the information of the court at home. 


Dr. de Becker advises that, under the above circumstances and 
until the British Foreign Office and the Japanese authorities have 
agreed to an alteration in the practice, lawyers concerned should 
request the courts to issue commissions to private persons or practi- 
tioners in Japan. 

Ricnarp Krive. 

181, Temple-chambers, Temple-avenue, E,C, 4. 

Jan. 7. 


Fees on Registration of Assignments of Leases. 


[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 

Sir,—We should like to bring before the profession, through the 
medium of your JourNaL, a matter affecting the profession— 
namely, of persons in the position of lessors, landlords and others 
(or their agents), not being solicitors, demanding fees stipulated in 
leases for registration of assignments, underleases, &c. 


The matter has recently come prominently before us in dealing 
with the assignment of the lease of a flat, where the landlords’ 
agents have demanded a fee of £1 1s. for registration of an 
assignment. 


We consider that, in the interests of the profession, some steps 
should be taken to establish a principle that such fees are only pay- 
able to solicitors, the effectual registration of such documents 
requiring légal experience. 

Syretr & Sons. 

45, Finsbury-pavement, London, E.C. 2. 

Jan. 9 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 
Sir,—Matthew Arnold, on being referred to some poetic effusion 


of his father, said, ‘My poor father. He had many virtues, but 
he was not a poet.” 

The writer of your notes no doubt has many virtues, 
should verify his quotations. 


Tennyson wrote— 


but he 


“ Dragons of the prime, 
That tare each other in their slime, 
Were mellow music matched with him.’’ 


According to your writer, we have dragons now, but that was 
not Tennyson’s idea, and he was entitled to his opinion. 
E. T. Hareraves. 


80, Coleman-street, London, E.C. 2. 
Jan. 8. 


[Peccavimus. We did verify, but too late. Unfortunately the 
In Memoriam was not at hand at the right moment, and if our 
poetry is at fault, perhaps we may hope that we are reasonably 
accurate in the weightier matters of the law.—Ep. S.J] 





At the Central Criminal Court on Wednesday, before the Recorder, 
Albert Allatt Greenfield, a soldier, pleaded guilty to a charge 6f bigamy, 
and was released on a recognisance in the sum of £5 to come up for 
sentence if called upon. Detective-Sergeant Sitevens said that the 
prisoner volunteered for the Army on the outbreak of war, and was 
sent to France. He returned home wounded, and after leaving hospital 
deserted. He was dealt with by court-martial, being reduced from the 
rank of lance-corporal to private, and was sent back to France, where 
he was again wounded. Greenlield bore a very good eharacter The 
Recorder said that he regarded all the men who joined up voluntarily 
on the outbreak of war as heroes, and should treat them as such when 
they came before him. 





CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


STEVENS (Surveyor of Taxes) AND BOUSTEAD & CO. No. rm 

12th December. 

Income Tax—-BRANCH BusINEssEs ABROAD—ANNUAL VALUE 
OF PREMISES—DEDUCTION OF, FROM Prorits—INcome Tax Act, 1842 
(6 & 6 Vict. c. 35), ss. 100, 159, Schepute D—Finance Act, 1898 
(61 & 62 Vicr. c. 10), s. 9. 

For the purpose of an assessment to tax under Schedule D in 
respect of the profits of a business carried on in the United Kingdom 
upon the profits of the branch businesses abroad for a year anterior to 
the passing of the Finance Act, 1914, the person assessed is entitled to 
deduct the annual value of such premises, as uf such premises were 
situated in the United Kingdom. 

Decision of Atkin, J, (61 Sonicirors’ JournaL, 10; 1916, 2 K. B. 
560), affirmed. 

Appeal against a judgment of Atkin, J., upon a case stated, which 
raised the question whether, in fixing the profits of a business for 
income tax in 1913, the annual value of premises used solely for the 
purpose of the business abroad could be deducted. The material facts, 
as stated in the case, were as follows :—The respondents, Messrs. 
Boustead, carried on business at Singapore and Penang and other 
places in the East as well as in London. They claimed to deduct as an 
expense the annual value of the business premises which they owned 
and occupied at Singapore and at Penang, where part of the profits had 
been made on which the assessment was based. It was not disputed 
that the amount of the City rating valuation of the business premises 
occupied by the respondents in Singapore and Penang was correctly 
stated at £3,254, and the payment of the rates and taxes was admitted 
by the Surveyor of Taxes as a proper deduction as an expense in the 
respondents’ profit and loss account, and for the purposes of the present 
case it was not disputed that £3,254 was the annual value of the pre- 
mises. It was not disputed by the Surveyor of Taxes that if the 
premises had been occupied at such rent of £3,254 in the United 
Kingdom, the amount of such rent would have been allowed as a deduc- 
tion or expense, but it was contended that as there was no Schedule A 
duty under the Income Tax Acts referring to foreign companies, or 
imposed in Singapore or Penang, the respondents should not be allowed 
any deduction in respect of the rental value of the premises that they 
occupied for their business. A partner in the respondents’ firm gave 
evidence that the value of their premises was greater than the amount 
at which they had been rated, and that the amount charged was not 
excessive; also that it would have been impossible to have made any 
profit in their Singapore or Penang business if they had not had 
premises of the value of the amount charged as a deduction in the 
profit and loss account ; and he claimed, therefore, that the annual value 
was a preliminary expense essential to the making of any profit charge- 
able under the Act. He also stated that the whole of the premises 
charged for were built and used solely for the firm’s business. The 
Surveyor of Taxes contended that he was entitled to strike out this 
deduction as an expense, as the respondents had not to pay Schedule A 
duty under the Income Tax Acts on their premises in Singapore or 
Penang, therefore they were not entitled to any reduction in 
respect of the rental value of the premises for the purposes of their busi- 
ness, and he relied for this contention on section 9 of the Finance Act, 
1898 (61 & 62 Vict 10). That section provides that ‘“‘ where, in esti 
mating the annual profits or gains arising or accruing from any trade, 
and chargeable to income tax under Schedule D of the Income Tax Act, 
1853. anv sum is deducted on account of the annual value of the 
premises used for the purpose of such trade, . the sum deducted 
shall not exceed the amount of the assessment of the premises for the 
purpose of income tax under Schedule A to the said Act.’’ The Com 
value of the premises was an expendi 
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missioners found that the annual 
ture necessary for earning the receipts for the year in question, and 
that this annual value was at least the amount claimed as a deduction. 
They discharged the assessment, and the Surveyor of Taxes appealed. 
Atkin, J., having dismissed the appeal from the Commissioners, the 
Surveyor of Taxes appealed to the Court of Appeal. Without calling 
on the respondents, 

Swinren Eapy, L.J., said that the short point raised by the special 
case was whether the respondents were entitled to make a deduction for 
the year in question before arriving at the amount of their profits and 
gains in respect of the value of lands, tenements, and hereditaments at 
Singapore and Penang occupied by them exclusively for their business. 
The question arose in respect of a year anterior to the Finance Act, 
1914, which Act therefore had no application. It was said that the 
ordinary rule could not apply, having regard to the provisions of 
section 9 of the Finance Act, 1898. In his opinion those provisions had 
no application to a case when there was no assessment under Schedule A 
of the Income Tax Acts, and when the premises in question were in- 
capable of assessment under that s« hedule. All that section provided 
was that. when there was an assessment under Schedule A, no sum 
chovld he deducted in estimating the amount of annual profits or gains 
arising from any trade and chargeable to income tax under Schedule D 
: essed under Schedule A In Russell v. 
Ronk (13 App. Cas. 418), the attention of 


in excess of the amount as 
fherdeen Tow) and Count 





A 


212 


= = - 2 free 
=- > “ on Sg x 
~ eS ge ee 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL& WEEKLY REPORTER. fan. 12, 1918 





— 











— 
the Court was not called to rule 2 of case 2, nor was it necessary that 
it should be for the purposes of the case, because the Commissioners 
there conceded that the proper deduction might be made in respect of 
premises occupied for the purposes of the trade or business, and the 
only question was whether premises occupied by officials of the bank 
stood in the same position as bank premises so called. For these 
reasons he was of opinion that the respondents were entitled to make 
the deduction claimed by them. 

WarRINGTON and Scrutton, L.JJ., gave judgments to the like effect, 
and the appeal was dismissed, with costs.—CouNseL, for the appellant, 
Sir Gordon Hewart, 8.G., and Parr; for the respondents, Douglas 
Hogg, K.C., and Mordaunt Snagge. Sorictrors, Solicitor of Inland 
Revenue ; Thompsons, Quarrell, & Jones. 


[Reported by Exsxins Rarp, Barrister-at-Lew.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


HOLT v. THE A.E.G. ELECTRIC CO, (LIM.). 


5th December. 


Younger, J. 


WaR—TRADING WITH THE ENEMY—ENeEMy Bustness BEING WounpD Ue— 
CoNTROLLER—CONSENT OF BoaRD or ‘TRADE TO ACTION BY EMPLOYEE OF 
Business TO ENrorce AGREEMENT FOR HIRE OF SERVICES. 


Where an enemy business is being wound up under the Trading with 
the Enemy (Amendment) Act a servant of the enemy business, with a 
contract of service, is under no obligation to obtain the consent of the 
Board of Trade before commencing his action against the company to 
Anforce that contract ervices The ’ referred to in section 
l, sub of that Act refer to * steps ’* in the nature of bank- 
ruptcy proceedings, a petition to wind-up, or any step changing the 
legal status of the business or individual, 

*The decisions under the Courts (4mergency Powers) Act, 1914, in Re 
Farnol, Eades, Irvine, & Co. (1915, 1 Ch. 22) and Ness v. O’Neil (1916, 
1 K. B. 706) are analogous, and can be applied here. 


The plaintiff, Holt, a servant of the A.E.G. Electric Co. (Limited), 
entered, in 1915, into an agreement with the company to serve them 
till after the war at a certain salary. On 7th July, 1916, the Board of 
Trade made an order under section 1, sub-section 1, of the Trading 
witu the Enemy (Amendment) Act, 1916, that the business of the com- 
pany should be wound up, on account of its enemy nationality or 
association, and a controller was appointed under the terms of the Act 
to supervise the winding-up. This controller repudiated the agreement 
with Holt, and Holt accordingly brought his action against the company 
for arrears of salary under the agreement or for damages. When the 
case came on for trial the controller took the preliminary objection that 
the action was not maintainable, because under section 1, sub-section 7, 
of the Trading with the Enemy (Amendment) Act, 1916, it was neces- 
Joard of Trade to bring the action, 


* steps 2 


for 


ection (7 . 


sary to obtain the consent of the 
and that consent had not been obtained 

Youncer, J., after stating the facts, said :—When section 1, 
section 7, of the Trading with the Enemy (Amendment) Act, 1916, 
enacted that ‘‘ no for the enforcement of the rights of any 
creditors of the person, firm, or company ’’ whose business was being 
wound up should be ‘‘taken without the consent of the Board of 
Trade,”’ it was referring to steps of a nature analogous to the bank- 
ruptcy petition, petition for sequestration, or petition or resolution for 
winding-up already mentioned therein, which would change the legal 
status of the person, firm, or company. The steps referred to were 
such. steps as enforcing a judgment by execution or other process. In 
my judgment the sub-section does not prohibit a claimant establishing 
his rights or claims by commencing an action, or deny free access to the 
Courts to a person outside the winding-up. In my judgment an 
action may be commenced and prosecuted to judgment without the 
leave of the Board of Trade, and the decisions on the Courts 
(Emergency Powers) Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Geo. 5. c. 78), s. 1. sub-section (1), 
of Re Farnol, Eades, Irvine, & Co.. and Ness v. O'Neil (supra), are 
analogous and apply.—Counset, J. W. F. Galbraith; Austen-Cartmell ; 
Conway, Sourcrrors, Haslewood. Hare, & Co., for March, Pearson, & 
ikenhead, Manchester; Michael Abrahams & Co. 

[Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY »v. DONCASTER RURAL DISTRICT 
COUNCIL. Astbury, J. 


26th, and 3lst October; 6th November. 


17th, 18th, 19th, 24th, 25th, 


s of honest and valuable evidence as to a 


mas 
nt be rebutted by an equal mass of merely 


Where there ia a large 
nuisance, this testimony cann: 
negative evidence. 

Bainbridge v. Chertsey Urban Council (85 Z. J. Ch. 626) followed. 

This was an action, lasting many days, in which the plaintiff railway 
company produced a large mass of honest and valuable evidence to shew 
that a tip in a field near one of their stations, which was used by the 
defendant council for the deposit of waste matter, gave off offensive 
smells, liable to cause danger to the health of their employees, and the 
defendants brought forward evidence to prove that the smells were not 
of an offensive nature, and that since the tip nad been covered last 


July the nuisance had practically ceased 





Astsory, J., said, in the course of his remarks :—The evidence of the 
plaintiffs is reliable and honest, and cannot be rebutted by the negative 
evidence of the defendants: Bainbridge v. Chertsey Urban District 
Council (85 L. J. Ch. 626). [Note : There was, in the end, a stay of the 
action till six months after the termination of hostilities, and no other 
matter of interest arose therein.}—Counset, Leslie Scott, K.C., J. W. 
Cunliffe, K.C., and H. 8. Preston; the Hon. Frank Russell, K.C.,-and 
W. J. Jeeves. Soxicrtors, Dizon H. Davies; Speechly, Mumford, & 





Craig. 
{Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 
. ’ > . . 
King’s Bench Division. 
HILDRETH v. LOUI3. Div. Court. 19th December. 
Derence Or THE Reatm ReEGULATIONS—BREAD ORDER—WEIGHT ov 


Loaves Exposep ror SaALE—ConstTrucTION oF ORDER—DEFENCE OF 
THe Reatm RecuLations 2r—Breap Orper, 1917, ART. 7. 


de a number of loaves, each of which was 
, He supplied the 


3 0%. 


A baker exposed for 
under 2 lbs. by a deficiency of from 24 oz. to 
deficiency on sule by cut pieces of bread. 

Held, that there was a contravention of Art. 7 of the Bread Order, 
1917, as the loaf, which is sold as a one or two pounds loaf, must not 
be. less than one or two pounds in weight. 


Case stated by justices of the County of London. An information 
was preferred by the appellant, Hildreth, against the respondent, 
Louis, for having, on 17th April, 1917, unlawfully exposed for sale 
eleven loaves of bread each of a weight other than one pound or an 
even number of pounds, in contravention of Article 7 of the Bread 
Order, 1917, made under Regulation 2r of the Defence of the Realm 
Regulations. On 17th April, 1917, the appellant, an inspector of 
weights and measures, in the employment of the London County Coun- 
cil, visited the shop of the respondent, who is a baker, and saw a num- 
ber of loaves exposed for sale, eleven of which, on being weighed, were 
found to be under the weight of 2 lbs. each, by deficiencies varying 
from 24 oz. to 4 oz. each, the total deficiency being 1 Ib. 34 oz. On 
the same day the appellant visited four other bakers’ shops in the 
neighbourhood, and weighed in all forty-seven loaves therein, al! of 
which were correct in weight within half an ounce in excess as to each 
loaf; and on 18th April he visited eight bakers’ shops and weighed 
in all ninety-five loaves, ninety-one of which were correct, or slightly 
in excess of their proper weight, and four had a deficiency in each 
case under half an ounce. It was proved that a loaf of bread gradually 
and appreciably decreases in weight after baking through the evapora- 
tion of moisture, and that such evaporation continues for more than 
thirty hours. The loaves when sold were made up to the correct weight 
by adding cut pieces of bread. Since the appellant’s visit an en- 
deavour had been made to make the loaves the correct weight, and 
this had succeeded to within about 4 oz. in excess of the proper 
weight of the loaf. The justices were of opinion that Article 7 of 
the Order was ambiguous. (a) It might mean that the loaf must be 
one pound or an even number of pounds, neither more nor less. In 
that case the Order could not be complied with, and was ultra vires 
and inoperative. (b) It would be equally an infringement of the Order 
that the loaves weighed in the other shops were in excess. (c) If the 
meaning of the Order were that the only loaves to be offered or 
exposed for sale must answer the description of 1 Ib. or 2 Ib. loaves, 
and so on, the respondent, by making up the deficiency in weight, com- 
plied with the Order. The justices accordingly dismissed the informa- 
tion. 

Earl Reapine, C.J.—The decision of the justices was wrong, and the 
case must go back to be further dealt with. Three points have Leen 
taken by the justices, each of which turns upon the true meaning to be 
attributed to Regulation 7 of the particular Order made by the Food 
Controller by virtue of Regulation 2r of the Defence of the Realm 
Regulations. The sole question involved is the meaning of the language 
used in Regulation 7. The justices say that the regulation means that 
only a loaf of one pound or two pounds, neither more nor less, caw 
be exhibited for sale, and that, therefore, such a regulation is u/tra 
vires. To put such a-construction on the regulation is rendering it prac- 
ticaliy impossible to be carried out. It is to be given a sensible meaning. 
A loaf must weigh one pound or two pounds. If it weighs a little more 
than one pound or two pounds no offence is committed. I suppose 
the Food Controller thought that there was not much danger of a baker 
selling a loaf which weighed a pound and a half. The baker must 
sell or expose for sale a loat which weighs at least one pound or two 
pounds; and that is the true meaning to be given to the regulation. 
It is further said that as the respondent remained under the ordinary 
obligation to make up any deficiency in weight, and he had provided 
bread for the purpose, no offence was committed. But the fact is not 
altered that it was not a pound or a two-pound loaf that was offered 
or exposed for sale, but something else. Therefore that view of the 
justices is not right. Thirdly, it is said that the Order is ambiguous 
and that the respondent cannot be convicted. I do not think it is 
ambiguous. The regulation must be construed reasonably, having 
regard to its object, and bearing in mind that these regulations are 
passed for the purpose of meeting an emergency. I think it is clearly 
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meant that the loaf which is sold as of one or two pounds must 
weigh not less than one or two pounds. Appeal allowed. 

Lawrence, J., and SwHearmMan, J., agreed.—Counset, Archibald 
Bodkin, for appellant; respondent did not appear. Soricrror, Z. 
Tanner. 

- [Reported by G. H. Knorr, Bearrister-at-Law.] 










Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 

CRASTON v. CRASTON AND SEAMAN. Horridge, J., and Common Jury, 

13:h December 


\\\ Drvonce—HvsBanp’s Petition—Ptea or Conpuct Conpucine In Wire's 
ANSWER—LIABILITY TO CROSS-EXAMINATION AS TO ADULTERY— 
Evipence FurtHER AMENDMENT ACT, 1869 (32 & 33 Vicr. c. 68), s. 3. 


Where in a divorce suit a respondent made a cross charge of conduct 
eonducing to her adultery against her husband, the Court refused to 
allow her to be cross-examined as to her adultery, as she had not denied 
it in examination-in-chief. 


This was the husband’s suit for divorce on the ground of his wife’s 
alleged adultery. The facts of the case were of no interest, but the 
wife in her answer alleged that the husband had been guilty of cruelty 
and such wilful neglect and misconduct as conduced to her adultery, 
if any. In her evidence-in-chief she did not admit or deny that she 
had committed adultery. Counsel for petitioner cross-examined as to 
the alleged conduct conducing, and submitted that all the facts ought 
to be gone into, so as to discover whether the husband had conduced to 
the adultery or not. Counsel for respondent objected on the ground 
that the respondent was protected by section 3 of the Evidence Further 
Amendment Act, 1869, as she had not denied the adultery in examina- 
tion-in-chief. 

Horrince, J.—This is a very difficult point. If there is a plea of 
conduct conducing it would not be fair to exclude evidence shewing 
there were matters which conduced other than the husband’s conduct. 
I think you are entitled to have the circumstances which do not tend 
to shew that the respondent has committed adultery, Lut which were 
antecedent to it. I think you are entitled to ask the question as to the 
circumstances under which she got to know the man, as long as you do 
not rely upon it as shewing adultery.—Counset, Foote, K.C., and 
a Le Bas, for petitioner; Grazebrook, for respondent. SoiciTors, 
z, Pritchard, Englefield, & Co., for petitioner; Barlow & Co., for 
respondent, 

[Reported by C..G. TaLBcT-PonsoNnBY, Barrister-at-Law.) 


WEST », WEST AND MAXTED. Horridge, J.,and Common Jury, 
18th December, 


Divorce—HUsBaNnp’s Peririon—HvusspaNnp GIveN LEAVE TO SUE AS A 
Poor Person—OrpeER FoR Costs up TO SETTING Down AND FOR 
Securtry ror Costs or Triat—‘‘ UsvAL OrpeR’”’ ror Wire’s Costs 
ALLOWED up TO ORDER ALLOWING PETITIONER TO SUE AS A POOR 
PERSON. 

Where a petitioner in a husband’s suit for divorce in the course of the 
suit obtains leave to contirtue his suit as a poor person, the Court will 
allow the ‘usual order’”’ for the wife’s costs up to the date when the 
petitioner obtained such leave. 


This was a husband’s petition for dissolution of marriage, in which 
the respondent and co-respondent denied adultery, and the respondent 
pleaded that the petitioner had been guilty of cruelty and conduct con- 
ducing to her adultery, if any. The jury having found that the re- 
spondent and co-respondent had committed adultery, and that the peti. 
tioner had not been guilty of cruelty or of conduct conducing to the 
respondent’s adultery, 

Horrince, J., pronounced a decree nisi with costs against the co- 
respondent. Counsel for the respondent and co-respondent asked for 
the usual order for the wife’s costs. Counsel for petitioner opposed 
the application on the ground that on 10th December, 1917, the peti- 
tioner had by order of the Court been allowed to sue as a “‘ poor 
person.”” 

Horriweer, J. : Yes, but until that date he was not a ‘‘ poor person,”’ 
and on 30th July last an order had been made directing him to pay h’s 
wife’s costs up to setting down, and to find security for her costs. On 
his failure to do these things the cause had been stayed, and hence 
the application'on 10th December. Is there any authority on this 
subject ? 

Harvey Murphy, as amicus curie, referred to Grinham v. Grinham 
od Pascoe (1916, P. 1) and Roberts v. Roberts and Lang (32 T. L. R. 

). 






\A 
A AAW 


W 
V 













\, 


17/6 


AY, 


Horrince, J. : There is also a case in the Divisional Court, Hill. v. 

¥ Hill (1915, P. 125). I shall give the wife the usual order for her costs 
up to 10th Decembet. The husband will recover them from the co- 
respondent.—CounseL, Cotes-Preedy, for petitioner; 7. Mathew, for 
respondent and co-respondent. Soricrrors, W. Marshall, for petitioner ; 
Kingsford & Dorman, for respondent and co-respondent. 








New Orders, &c. 


Notice, 
COLONIAL STOCK ACT, 1900 (63 & 64 Vicr. c 62). 
ADDITION TO List OF Srocks UNDER SECTION 2. 


Pursuant to Section 2 of the Colonial Stock Act, 1900, the Lords 
Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury hereby give notice that the 
provisions of the Act have been complied with in respect of the under- 
mentioned Stock, registered or inscribed in the United Kingdom :— 

New South Wales Government, 53 per cent. Inscribed Stock 
(1925-35). 

The restrictions mentioned in Section 2, sub-section (2) of the Trustee 
Act, 1893, apply to the above Stock -(see Colonial Stock Act, 1900, 
Section 2). 

Treasury Chambers, 

26th December, 1917. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazéite of 4th January contains the following :— 

1. An Order in Council, dated 2nd January (printed below), with 
respect to the Air Council. 

2. An Order in Council, dated 2nd January (printed below), making 
new Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

3. An Order in Council, dated 4th January, varying the Statutory 
List under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment ‘Act, 1916. Addi- 
tions are made as follows :—Argentine, Paraguay and Uruguay (1); 
Bolivia (2); Brazil (4); Central America (1); Chile (1); Cuba (1); Greece 
(1); Netherlands (3); Netherland East Indies (4) ; Norway (6); Peru (1); 
Spain (13); Sweden (9). There are also a number of removals from and 
variations in the List, and the usual notices are appended (see ante, p. 10). 
A List (The Consolidating List, No. 41a) coapliieiind all previous Lists 
was published on 7th December, 1917, which, together with that for 
21st December, 1917, and the present List, contains all the names which 
up to this date are included in the Statutory List. 

4. The Matches Order (No. 2), 1917, dated 31st December (printed 
below), made by the Board of Trade. 

5. A Ministry of Munitions Notice, dated 3rd January (printed below), 
as to dealings in Sheet Scrap and Wrought Iron Scrap. 

6. The Economy of Shop Lighting (Derby Area) Order, dated 4th 
January, made by the Minister of Munitions under Regulation lla of 
the Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

7. The Woollen and Worsted Consolidation Order, 1917, dated lst 
January, made by the Army Council. The chief clauses are printed 
below. 

8. An Army Council Order, dated 2nd January (printed below), Relat- 
ing to Horse Hides. 


9. A Notice that the following Orders have been made by the Food 
Controller :— 

The Tea (Provisional Prices) Order No. 2, 14th December, 1917 
(ante, p. 180). 

The Live Stock (Restriction of Slaughter) Order, 14th December, 
1917 (ante, p. 181). . 

10. Five Admiralty Notices to Mariners, dated 1st January, as 
follows :— 

{1) No. 1 of the year 1918 (replacing No. 1 of 1917): Caution when 
Approaching British Ports. Part I., Closing of Ports; Part II, 
Examination Service; Part III., Ports-or Localities referred to. 

(2) No. 5 of the year 1918: Special Instructions to Merchant 
Vessels (republishing Nos. 4, 579, and 581 of 1917). The chief 
clauses of it are printed below. 

(3) No. 7 of the year 1918: England, South Coast.—(1) Falmouth 
Harbour Approach—Traffic Regulations. (2) Penzance Bay—Traffic 
Regulations. : 

(4) No. 8 of the year 1918: England, South-east Coast.—Dover 
Channel—Traffic Regulations. 

(5) No. 10 of the year 1918, prescribing a closed area in the Irish 
Channel (printed below). 

The London Gazette of 8th January contains the following :— 

11. A Foreign Office (Foreign Trade Dept.) Notice, dated 7th January, 

1918, that certain additions or corrections have been made to the list 
published as supplemented to the London Gazette of 17th November, 1917 

of persons to whom articles to be exported to China may be consigned. , 

12. The Motor Spirit (Consolidation) and Gas Restriction Order, 1918, 

made by the Board of Trade under Regulations 2r and 233 of the 

Defence of the Realm Regulations, dated the 3rd day of January, 1918. 

This is too long for us to print here. r 

13. An Admiralty Order, dated 5th January (printed below), relating 

to Raw Asbestos. 

14. The Drugs and Chemicals (Returns) Order, 
January (printed below), made by the Army Council. 


1918, dated 3x 





[Reported by C. G, Tatsor-Ponsonax Barrister-at-Law. } 
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15. The Flax (Restriction of Consumption) No. 2 Order, dated 7th 
January (printed below), made by the Army Council. 


16. Three Admiralty Notices to Mariners, dated Nos. 1 and 2, lst 
January, and No. 3, 3rd January, as follows :— 

1) No. 9 of the year 1018 (republishing Nos. 762, 888, 1024, 
1129, and 1248 of 1917).—Scotland, North-east Coast, with Orkney 
and Shetland Isles 

2) No. 13 of the year 1918 (replacing No. 1327 of 1917): Ireland, 
East Coast.—Belfast Lough—Light-Buoys established—Traffic Regu- 
lations 

3) No. 22 of the year 1918, with regard to a Mined Area in the 
North Sea (printed below). 

17. We also print below the following Food Orders : 

The Intoxicating Liquor (Output and Delivery) Order, 1917, 24th 
December. 

The Ice Cream (Restriction) Order, 1917, 29th December. 


Orders in Council. 
THE AIR COUNCIL 

[ Recitals. | 

It 18 hereby ordered as follows — 

4d. The date as on which the Air Council is to be established shall 
be the third day of January, nineteen hundred and eighteen. 

2. The President of the Air Council may appoint one of the two 
additional members of the Air Council to be appoimted under paragraph 
1 of the said Order in Council of the twenty-first day of December, 
nineteen hundred and seventeen, to be Vice-President of the Air 
Council! 

3. Paragraph 2 of the said Order in Council shall have effect as if 
for the words “ the Controller-ieneral of Equipment and the Inspector 
General of the Air Force there were substituted the words, “ and 
the Controller-General of Equipment.” 

2nd January 


NBW DEFENCE OF THE REALM REGULATIONS 
| Recitals. ] 


It is hereby ordered that the following amendments be made in the 
Defence of the Realm Regulations :— 


1. Cultivation of Land.j}—In sub-section (3) of Regulation 2m after 
the words “ contravention of this regulation’’ there shall be inserted 


see that such apparatus is so adjusted, running, manned and worked 
shall be guilty of an offence against the Defence of the Realm Regula- 
tions. 

(4) Procedure for Visit and Search of Vessels by H.M. Ships. 

In view of the danger of H.M. Ships closing vessels, apparently 
Neutral, British or Allied traders, but which are in reality German 
raiding cruisers, it is necessary to adopt a special Boarding procedure 
as a measure of precaution. 

When it is desired to put into force the special Boarding procedure 
it will be as follows :— 

A red pendant of a specially large size will be hoisted by the man- 
of-war exercising the right of visit and search. The hoisting of this 
pendant will be accompanied by the firing of a rocket. This will 
signify that the merchant ship is to close the boat lowered by the 
man-of-war, whether the man-of-war remains in the vicinity of the 
boat or not. 

(5) [Regulations with regard to Vessels’ Lights.j 

Hydrographic Department, Admiralty, London. 

ist January, 1918. 

ADMIRALTY NOTICE TO. MARINERS. 
No. 10 of the year 1918. 

IRISH CHANNEL—NORTH CHANNEL. 
Restriction of Navigation. 

Former Notices.-—Nos. 137, 1039 and 1170 of 1915; Nos. 8, 132, 230, 
352, 458, 584, 704, 838; 970, 1094, 1214 and 1350 of 1916; Nos. 9, 132, 
249, 366, 449, 552, 659, 763, 889, 1025, 1150 and 1249 of 1917. 

Mariners are hereby warned that, under the Defence of the Realm 
(Consolidation) Regulations, 1914, the following Regulations have been 
made by the Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty, and are now in 
force :— 

The navigation and use of the undermentioned area is entirely 
forbidden to all ships and vessels of every size and nationality : 

Bounded on the North-West by a line joining (a) and (bd) : 

(a) Latitude 55° 225’ N., longitude 6° 17’ W. 

(6) Latitude 55° 31'N., longitude 6° 02’ W. 

Bounded on the South-East by a line joining (c) and (d) : 

(c) Latitude 55° 104’ N., longitude 5° Bay’ W. 

(d) Latitude 55° 02’ N., longitude 5° 404’ W. F 

Bounded on the South-West by a line joining (a) and (d). 

Bounded on the North-East by a line joining (b) and (c). 

All traffic wishing to proceed through the North Channel must pass 
to the southward of Rathlin Island between sunrise and sunset ; no ship 





the words “ or negligently or wilfully fails to comply with the require 
ments of any order made under this regulation, or with any condition 
subject to which a licence under any such order has been granted.”’ 
2. Use of Motor Spirit.\—Regulation 8¢ and Regulation 8cc6 shall 
cease to have effect as from such date as may be fixed by order made 
by the Board of Trade 
2nd January. 


Admiralty Orders. 
ADMIRALTY NOTICES TO MARINERS. 
No. 5 of the year 1918 
SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS TO MERCHANT VESSELS. 
(1) Information respecting War Instructions for Merchant Vessels. 





tion (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914, the following Order has been | 


made by the Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty and is now in | 


force : 
The Orders contained in Admiralty War Instructions for British 


Merchant Ships or in any instructions or advice, confidential cr | 


otherwise, issued or given to Masters of vessels by British or Allied 


Naval Officers, or by other duly authorized Officers or Officials, as | 


to routes to be taken and other precautions to be observed to avoid 
capture or destruction by the enemy, are to be observed even when 


they are in conflict with the —— of the Regulations for | 


preventing Collisions at Sea, and every vessel observing such regu 
lations, instructions or advice shall be deemed to be taking measures 
to meet “special circumstances’’ within the meaning of Article 27 
of the Regulations for preventing Collisions at Sea. 

(2) [Caution as to obeying Orders received from H.M. Ships, &c.] 

(3) Use of Mune Protection Gear by Vessels. 

Notice is given that, under the Defence of the Realm Regulations, the 
following Regulation has been made by the Lords Commissioners of the 
Admiralty with a view to protecting vessels navigating within certain 
areas from the risk of damage by mine, and is now in force :— 

No British vessel equipped as directed by the Admiralty or Shipping 
Controller with the “ Otter’’ protective gear shall, while navigating 
within the 60-fathom line off the United Kingdom or in any waters 
less than 60 fathoms deep where mines have been reported or may with 
reasonable probability be encountered, or in less than 80 fathoms in the 
Mediterranean Sea, neglect to have such protective gear properly 
adjusted and actually running outboard and adequately manned to 
secure the efficient working of the apparatus; and the Master or other 
person in command or charge of any British vessel who neglects to 


or vessel is to be within four miles of Rathlin Island between sunset 
and sunrise. 

Note.—This Notice is a re-publication of the former Notices quoted 
above. 

Caution. 

This Admiralty Notice to Mariners is issued under the provisions 
of the Defence of the Realm Regulations, and failure to comply 
strictly with the directions contained in it will constitute an offence 
against those Regulations. 

Any person found guilty of such an offence is liable to severe 
penalties, both of imprisonment and fine, 

Any person aiding or abetting the commission of such an offence is 
himself guilty of an offence against the Regulations. 

Attention is also drawn to the fact that any infringement of the 
directions contained in this Admiralty Notice to Mariners is liable to 


Notice is hereby given that, under the Defence of the Realm Regula- | result in the detention of the ship or vessel. 


Authority.—The Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty. 


Hydrographic Department, Admiralty, London, 
Ist January, 1918. 


ADMIRALTY NOTICE TO MARINERS. 
No. 22 of the year 1918. 


| NORTH SEA. 
| Caution with regard to Mined Areas. 

Foxmer Notices.—Nos. 618 of 1916 and 731 of 1917. 

Caution. 

In view of the unrestricted warfare carried on Ly Germany at sea by 
means of mines and submarines, not only against the Allied Powers, but 
also against Neutral shipping, and the fact that merchant ships are con- 
staritly sunk without regard to the ultimate safety of their crews, H.M. 
Government give notice that the following mined areas have been estab- 
lished in the North Sea dangerous to all shipping, and should be 
avoided. 

Mined Areas. 


I. The area comprising all the waters except the Netherlands and 
Danish territorial waters lying to the southward and eastward of a line 
commencing three miles from the coast of Jutland on the parallel of 
lat. 57° 08’ N., and passing through the following positions :— 

(1) Lat. 57° 08’ N., long. 6° 00’ # 
(2) Lat. 56° 00’ N., long. 5° 10’ 
(3) Lat. 54° 454’ N., long. 4° 17’ 
(4) Lat. 53° 29’ N., long. 4° 04’ 
(5) Lat. 53° 00’ N., long. 4° 10’ 
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oO 
thence along the parallel of 53° 00’ N., to a position three miles from 
the Netherlands coast, thence to the northward and eastward, following 
the limit of Netherlands territorial waters. 

II. The area enclosed between the parallels of lat. 51° 15’ N. and 
51° 40’ N., and the meridians of long. 1° 35’ E. and 3° 18’ E. 

Ill. The area enclosed between the parallels of lat. 51° 40’ N. and 
52° 00’ N., and the meridians of long. 1° 55’ E. and 2° 32’ E. 


Note. 
This Admiralty Notice to Mariners is a re-publication of the former 
Notices quoted above. 
Authority.—The Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty. 
Hydrographic Department, Admiralty, London. 
* 3rd January, 1918. 





RAW ASBESTOS ORDER (INCLUDING ASBESTOS CRUDE AND 
ASBESTOS MINE FIBRES). 


The Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty, in exercise of the powers 
conferred upon them by the Defence of the Realm Regulations and all 
other powers thereunto enabling them, and with the concurrence of the 
Army Council and the Minister of Munitions, hereby order as 
follows :— ; ; 

1. No person or Company shall on or after the date -hereof until 
further Notice sell, supply or deliver any raw Asbestos, including 
Asbestos Crude and Asbestos Mine Fibres, whether situated in or out- 
side the United Kingdom, or purchase or negotiate for the purchase 
or take delivery of any raw Asbestos, including Asbestos Crude and 
Asbestos Mine Fibres, situated outside the United Kingdom, except 
under and in accordance with the terms of a licence or permit issued 
under the atthority of the Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty. 

2. All persons and Companies engaged in the manufacture or sale of 
Asbestos or Asbestos products shall make such returns with regard to 
their business as shall from time to time be required ky or under the 
authority of the Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty. 

Given under our hands this 5th day of January, 1918. 

Lionet HALsey. 
Hvucu Toru. 

Nore.—All applications in reference to this Order should be addressed 
to the Director of Materials and Priority, Admiralty, Great George- 
street, S.W. 1, and marked ‘‘ Asbestos.”’ 


Army Council Orders. 
THE WOOLLEN AND WORSTED (CONSOLIDATION) ORDER, 
191 


‘. 
In pursuance of the pewers conferred upon them by the Defence of 
the Realm Regulations the Army Council hereby order as follows :— 


Part 1.—GENERAL. 


1, All persons, the business carried on by whom consists wholly or 
partly in the production of goods of which wool or any derivative 
thereof, or mohair, alpaca, cashmere or camel hair, is a constituent 
part, or of any article or material required for, or in connection with, 
the production thereof, are hereby required to furnish such particulars 
as to their business as may ‘be required by or on behalf of the Director 
of Wool Textile Production. 

2. All persons, the business carried on by whom consists’ wholly or 
partly in the production of goods of which wool or any derivative 
thereof, or mohair, alpaca, cashmere or camel hair, is a constituent part, 
or of any articles or material required for, or in connection with, the 
production thereof, are hereby required to cause work to be done in 
their factories or workshops in accordance with any directions given 
by the Director of Wool Textile Production, with the object of making 
such factory or. workshop, or the plant or labour therein, as useful as 
possible for the production of war material. 


Part 2.—RatTIONING. 


3. In all factories or workshops, or other premises, the business carried 
on in which consists wholly or partly in the production or manufacture 
of goods of which wool or any derivative thereof, or mohair, alpaca, 
cashmere or camel hair is a constituent part, the owners or occupiers,” 
their officers or servants, shall give priority over all other work to the 

roduction of material required as a component part of any work to 

carried out, or goods to be’ supplied under any contract or order 
placed or made by the Admiralty, Army Council or Minister of Muni- 
tions, or any contract for Naval or Military equipment placed by an 
Allied Government by or with the consent in writing of the Admiralty, 
Army Council or Minister of Munitions. 

Any direction that may be given by, or on behalf of, the Director 
of Wool Textile Production for the purpose hereof shall be strictly 
complied with by such owners or occupiers, their officers or servants. 

4. All persons, the business carried on by whom consists wholly or 
partly in the production or sale of goods of which wool or any deriva- 
tive thereof, or mohair, alpaca, cashmere or camel hair is a constituent 
part, or of any article or material required for, or in connection with, 
the production thereof, are hereby required to comply strictly with the 
Provisions relating to the rationing of wool, tops and yarns for civil 
orders, contained in Schedule A hereto annexed, and it shall be the 


duty of all such persons as aforesaid to furnish and to obtain the various 
particulars therein referred to in such manner as may be required by, 
or on behalf of, the Director of Wool Textile Production, 

5. No person, the business carried on by whom consists wholly or 
partly in the production of goods of which wool or any derivative 
thereof, or mohair, alpaca, cashmere or camel hair is a constituent 
part, shall, without a permit issued by or on behalf of the Director 
of Wool Textile Production, take delivery in any rationing period of 
a quantity of yarn in excess of the quantity allocated to him for such 
period. 


For the purposes of this Order, the expression ‘‘ Allocation period ” 
shall mean any period determined by, or on behalf of, the Director 
of Wool Textile Production to be a period for the allocation of yarn. 


Part 3.—RESTRICTION oF CONSUMPTION. 


6. No person shall put into manufacture in any textile factory any 
wool, grown or to be grown on sheep in the United Kingdom, or any 
wool imported or to be imported into the United Kingdom, or any 
East Indian hair, or any tops produced or to be produced therefrom, 
otherwise than for any purpose referred to in Clause 3 hereof, or in 
accordance with the terms of any permit or certificate that may be 
issued by or on behalf of the Director of Wool Textile Production; 
provided that nothing herein contained shall be deemed to refer to any 
hair other than East Indian hair. 

7. For the purposes of this Order, the Director of Wool Textile Pro- 
ductio® may authorize any District Rationing Committee to require 
any particulars as to the business of any person engaged in the sale or 
manufacture of goods of which wool or any derivative thereof, or 
mohair, alpaca, cashmere or camel hair is a constituent part, and to 
issue certificates and permits on his behalf. 

8. In any textile factory in Great Britain, the business carried on in 
which consists wholly or partly in the drawing, spinning, reeling, or 
winding of worsted yarns of which wool or any derivative thereof, or 
mohair, alpaca, cashmere or camel hair is a constituent part, the weekly 
hours of work on drawing, spinning, reeling or winding shall, except 
under permit issued by or on behalf of the Director of Wool Textile 
Production, be not more than 50 hours. 

9. In any textile factory in Great Britain, the business carried on in 
which consists wholly or partly in the carding or spinning on the woollen 
principle of any yarn other than that referred to in the preceding clause 
whereof wool or any derivative thereof, or mohair, alpaca, cashmere, or 
camel hair is a constituent part, the weekly hours of work on carding 
and spinning shall, except under permit issued by or on behalf of the 
Director of Wool Textile Production, be reduced to a figure 74 per cent. 
less than the average weekly hours of work on carding or spinning in 
such factory during the month of March, 1917. 

For the purpose of this Order, the expression ‘“‘ spinning on the woollen 
principle ’’ shall mean spinning in such manner as may be determined 
by or on behalf of the Director of ‘Wool Textile Production to be 
spinning on the woollen principle. 

10. In any textile factory in Great Britain, the business carried on in 
which consists partly in carding, drawing or spinning, and partly in the 
weaving of any woollen or worsted yarn of which wool or any derivative 
thereof, or mohair, alpaca, cashmere, or camel hair is a constituent 
part, the weekly hours of work on weaving shall, except under permit 
issued by or on behalf of the Director of Wool Textile Production, be 
not more than 50 hours. 

11. In any textile factory in the West Riding of Yorkshire, except the 
area indicated in the Schedule hereto annexed, the county of Cumberland, 
and Scotland, except the counties of Ayrshire and Fifeshire, the weekly 
hours of work on weaving shall, except under permit issued by or on 
behalf of the Director of Wool Textile Production, be not more than 
50 hours, provided that the provisions of this Order may be applied by 
or on behalf of the Director of Wool Textile Production to any other 
textile factory in Great Britain. 

12. In any textile factory in Great Britain, the business carried on in 
which consists wholly or partly in the weaving of carpets, the weekly 
hours of work on weaving carpets shall, except under permit issued by 
or on behalf of the Director of ‘Wool Textile Production, be not more 
than 50 hours. 

13. ‘In any textile factory in Great Britain, the business carried on in 
which consists wholly or partly in the production or manufacture of 
hosiery, no person shall, except under permit issued by or on behalf of 
the Director of Wool Textile Production, put into manufacture for other 
than direct Government orders a quantity of yarn whereof wool or any 
derivative thereof, or mohair, alpaca, cashmere or camel hair forms a con- 
stituent part, exceeding a quantity 15 per cent. less than the average 
consumed weekly in such factory for other than direct Government 
orders during the months of January, February and March, 1917, such 
quantity to be estimated in pounds weight. P 


Part 4.—[Lars anp Wastp.] 
Part 5.—Repeart anp SHort Tire. 


21. The Orders indicated in Schedule “ E’’ hereto annexed are hereby 
repealed. 

22. This Order may be cited as the Woollen and ‘Worsted Consolida- 
tion Order, 1917. 


1st January. 





[Schedules A, B, C, and '‘D.] 
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SCHEDULE E. 
Order of 14th April, 1917, relating to Manufacture and Sale of Woollen 
or Worsted Goods. 
The Wool (Restriction of Consumption) No. 2 Order, 1917. 
The Sale of Waste (Worsted and Hosiery) Order, 1917. 
The Sale of Waste (Worsted and Hosiery) No. 2 Order, 1917. 


HORSE HIDES ORDER, 1917 (AMENDMENT). 

Whereas by Clause 6 of the Horse Hides Order, 1917, it was provided 
that any directions that may be given by or on behalf of the Director 
of Raw Materials for the purpose of the said Order shall be strictly 
complied with by all Tanners: 

And whereas it is expedient that the said clause should be amended : 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by 
the Defence of the Realm Regulations, the Army Council hereby order 
that the words ‘‘ with a view to the production of Leather from Horse 
Hides ’’ shall be substituted for the words ‘‘for the purpose of this 
Order’’ in Clause 6 of the Horse Hides Order, 1917 

2nd January. 








THE DRUGS AND CHEMICALS (RETURNS) ORDER, 1918. 

In pursuance of the powers conferred on them by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations, the Army Council hereby order as follows :— 

(1) All persons engaged in the manufacture or sale of drugs or chemicals 
of any description are hereby required to furnish such particulars as to 
their business as may be required by or on behalf of the Director of Army 
Contracts, verified in such manner as may be directed by him or on his 
behalf. 

(2) This Order may be cited as the Drugs and Chemicals (Returns) 
Order, 1918. 

3rd January. 


THE FLAX (RESTRICTION OF CONSUMPTION) No. 2 ORDER. 

In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence of 
the Realm Regulations, the Army Council hereby order as follows :- 

1. No person shall without a permit issued by or on behalf of the 
Director of Raw Materials deliver any doubled thread or twine produced 
from line yarn produced from flax or from Russian or Italian hemp. 

2. No person shall without a permit issued by or on behalf of the 
Director of Raw Materials deliver any doubled thread or twine produced 
from tow yarn produced from flax or from Russian or Italian hemp. 

3. Notwithstanding anything herein contained all persons are hereby 
authorized and permitted to deliver any doubled thread or twine of the 
aforesaid descriptions in accordance with the terms of any Ministry of 
Munitions Priority A or Priority B Certificate, provided that such Cer- 
tificate bears a date prior to the date hereof, and provided further that 
the delivery authorized by this clause is completed within 30 days of 
the date hereof. 

4. This Order may be cited as the Flax (Restriction of Consumption) 
No. 2 Order. 

7th January. 


Board of Trade Order. 


THE MATCHES ORDER (No. 2), 1917. 


The Board of Trade, deeming it expedient to make further exercise 
of their powers under the Defence of the Realm Regulations as respects 
matches, hereby order as follows :— 

(1) From and after 3lst December, 1917, no person being a manu- 
facturer of or wholesale dealer in matches shall, without the consent 
in writing of the Tobacco and Matches Control Board, sell or offer 
for sale any brand, size, style or description of matches other than 
those named or described in any Notice issued by the said Control 
Board, and in force for the time being, whereby the maximum price 
is fixed at which matches may be eold by manufacturers and wholesale 
dealers. 

(2) From and after 3lst December, 1917, no person shall, without 
the consent in writing of the Tobacco and Matches Control Board, 
sell or offer for sale, by retail, any brand, size, style or description 
of matches other than those named or described in any notice issued by 
the said Control Board and in force for the time being, whereby the 
maximum price is fixed at which matches may be sold by retail. 

(3) Where before the date of this Order the Tobacco and Matches 
Control Board have given a consent in writing to any person to sell or 
offer for sale any matches, such person may, notwithstanding anything 
in this Order, continue to sell or offer for sale the matches in respect 
of which such consent was given, for such time and at such price and 
subject to such conditions, if any, as were prescribed therein. 

(4) Any person who sells matches by retail shall exhibit and keep 
exhibited in a conspicuous position in the shop, stall, or place at which 
he sells matches, a Notice stating the maximum price of those brands or 
descriptions of matches which he keeps on sale, provided that this 
paragraph shall not apply to a hawker, pedlar, or street seller who does 
not sell from a stall. 

(5) Paragraph 5 of the Matches Order, 1917, shall extend and apply 
to any intended or proposed sale of matches, though no sale in fact takes 


place. . : 
(6) All manufacturers of, wholesale dealers in, and retailers of matches, 
shall obey the Instructions of the Tobacco and Matches Control Board 
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as to the manufacture, use, transport, storage, distribution, supply, sale 
or purchase of matches, 

(7) This Order may be cited as the Matches Order (No. 2), 1917. 

3ist December. . 





Ministry of Munitions Order. 


NOTICE OF MODIFICATION OF GENERAL PERMIT AS REGARDS 
DEALINGS IN STEEL SCRAP AND WROUGHT-IRON SCRAP. 


With reference to the following Orders and Notices relating to steel 
scrap and wrought-iron scrap made and given by the Minister of Muni- 
tions, namely :—(1) The Order of the 7th July, 1916; (2) The Notice of 
the lst November, 1916, being a Notice of a General Permit under that 
Order; (3) The Order of the 22nd March, 1917; (4) The Order of the 
28th August, 1917; (5) The two Notices of the 28th August, 1917, the 
Minister of Munitions hereby gives notice that as from the date hereof 
he withdraws the said Notices of the 28th August, 1917, but not so as 
to revive anything withdrawn or cancelled thereby, and that the said 
General Permit shall henceforth take effect as if the war material referred 
to in the said Orders of the 22nd March, 1917, and the 28th August, 
1917, respectively, were included in the Order of the 7th July, 1916, 
and the following material and prices were specified in the Schedule to 
the said General Permit, the prices, where material is already specified 
in such Schedule, to be in substitution for the prices contained in such 
Schedule ; provided always that Condition 2 of the said General Permit 
shall not apply to any sale or purchase of the war material referred to 
in the said Orders of the 22nd March, 1917, and the 28th August, 1917, 
respectively, under a contract in writing entered into prior to the date 
hereof at a price not contravening that permitted up to such date, and 
that the proviso contained in the said Condition that such Condition 
shall not apply to any sale by a manufacturer of finished steel rolled 
from steel purchased by him shall not apply to any sale or purchase of 
the war material referred to in the said Order of the 28th August, 1917. 

3rd January. 

{Maximum Prices.] 


RULES OF THE PAPER COMMISSION. 


The Royal Commission on Paper have received within the last few 
days correspondence largely in excess of the normal quantity relating, 
among other things, to the Paper Restriction Orders. 

Delay in replying to correspondents will be inevitable during the next 
fortnight, but with regard to the Paper Restriction (Posters and Cir- 
culars) Consolidation Order of 22nd October, 1917, it is felt that much 
unnecessary correspondence about advertising circulars, catalogues, and 
price lists will be avoided if the following points are made public :— 

(1) Many recipients complain that circulars have been sent to them 
without request. Such dispatch is not an offence under the Order. __ 

(2) The Order permits in general the distribution of advertising cir- 
culars (including catalogues and price lists, whether solicited hy recl- 
pients or not) within a limit of one-third of the weight of similar matter 
distributed during the corresponding period of last year, and so far as 
such distribution is concerned only relates to the period ending 31st 
January, 1918. The general licence of 8th November, 1917, further 
permits the unrestricted dispatch of trade catalogues and price lists 
from traders to traders up to 31st January, 1918 ; 

(3) It is not, as many have assumed, the intention of the Commission 
to prohibit the issue of advertising circulars or the exhibition of posters 
after that date. A new Paper Restriction (Posters and Circulars) Order, 
revoking and replacing the.existing Order of 22nd October, and the 
general licence of 8th November, is being framed and will be published 
as soon as possible before February. 





Food Orders. 
THE INTOXICATING LIQUOR (OUTPUT AND DELIVERY) 
ORDER, NO. 5, 1917. 
In exercise, etc., the Food Controller hereby orders as follows :— 


1. Increase of maximum barrelage.}—During the quarter commenc- 
ing on the 1st January, 1918 (hereinafter referred to as the current 
quarter) the maximum barrelage which a brewer for sale is authorised to 
brew under the Intoxicating Liquor (Output and Delivery) Order, 1917 
(hereinafter referred to as the Principal Order) shall be increased :— 

(a) By twenty per cent., if he gives such notice and complies with 
such conditions as are hereinafter mentioned and such increase 18, 
in this Order, referred to as the twenty per cent. increase ; and 
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(6) By such further amount, if any, as in his case may be 
authorised by licence of the Food Controller if he complies with 
the conditions subject to which such a licence is granted and the 
increase authorised by such licence is hereinafter called the licensed 
increase ; 


Provided that the aggregate amount of the licensed increases shall 
not exceed such an amount as with the aggregate amount of the twenty 

er cent. increases will increase the aggregate barrelage to be brewed 
by all brewers for sale in the current quarter by more than thirty-three 
and one-third per cent. 

2. Accepting Brewers.}—A brewer for sale shall be authorised to brew 
in the current quarter the twenty per cent. increase if he gives notice 
to the Commissioners of Customs and Excise (hereinafter referred to as 
the Commissioners) on or before the 26th January, 1918, that he accepts 
and will comply with the conditions subject to which the twenty per 
cent, increase is authorised by this Order, and such brewer is herein 
after referred to as an accepting brewer. 

3. Conditions.}—The conditions subject to which the twenty per cent. 
increase is authorised are the following :— 


(a) One-half of the total amount of beer brewed by the accepting 
brewer in the current quarter (exclusive of the licensed increase) 
shall be brewed and delivered out of his brewery at a gravity not 
exceeding an original gravity of 1042°. 

(6) The remaining half of the beer brewed (exclusive of the 
licensed increase) shall be brewed at an average original gravity not 
exceeding the average original gravity of the total beer brewed at 
his brewery during the quarter commencing on the Ist January, 
1917. / 

(c) In the month of January not more than one-third and in the 
months of January and February not more than two-thirds of the 
total amount of beer which the brewer is entitled to brew during 
the current quarter (exclusive of the licensed increase) shall be 
delivered out of his brewery. 


And it shall be the duty of every accepting brewer to comply with 
such conditions. 

4. Computation under Clause 2 (1) of the Principal Order.j|—The 
additional barrelage authorised to be brewed by this Order and by 
licences under this Order shall not be taken into account in reckoning 
the ten million barrels referred to in sub-section (2) of Clause (1) of the 
Principal Order. 

5. Contracts.}—The same provision shali be applicable in relation to 
the effect of this Order on contracts as is applicable in relation to the 
effect of the output of Beer (Restriction) Act, 1916, on contracts under 
Section 4 of that Act. 

6. Supply of beer to free licensed houses.}—The following provisions 
shall apply with respect to certificates’ available for the current quarter 
granted or to be granted to a licence holder :— 


(a) Except under the authority of the Food Controller a certifi 
cate granted by an accepting brewer shall not during the current 
quarter be used to transfer barrelage to a person who is not an 
accepting brewer. 

(6) The number of standard barrels which a licence holder may 
obtain from an accepting, brewer under a certificate shall be 
increased by 20 per cent. 

(c) An accepting brewer who has undertaken to supply the licence 
holder with beer under a certificate shall not supply more than one- 
half of such beer at a gravity exceeding an original gravity of 
1042°. 

(d) This clause shall apply to persons having the same rights as 
licence holders in the same way as it applies to licence holders. 


7. Gravity of beer.}—If any question shall arise under this Order as 
to the average original gravity of beer such question shall be determined 
by the Commissioners. 


8. Hecords.}—Every accepting brewer shall keep such records as to 
gravity and amount of beer brewed and delivered and other matters as 
are requisite to determine whether or not the provisions of this 
Order are being complied with, and all such records and documents 
connected therewith shall at all times be open to the inspection of the 
Food Controller and of the Commissioners. 


9. Surplus barrelage.}—(a) No account shall be taken of any surplus 
barrelage accrued since the 1st April, 1917, for the purpose of com- 
puting the increase permitted by Clause 1 of this Order. 

(4) In the case of a brewer who was an accepting brewer within the 
meaning of the Intoxicating Liquor (Output and Delivery) Order (No. 2), 
1917, or the Intoxicating Liquor (Output and Delivery) Order (No. 3), 
1917, such surplus barrelage may except in such cases as the Food Con- 
troller otherwise directs, only be brewed subject to the conditions 
applicable under conditions (a) and (6) of Clause 3 of this Order to the 

r therein referred to. 


10. Infringements.]—Infringements of this Order are summary 
offences against the Defence of the Realm Regulations. 


11. Title and construction.}—This Order may be cited as the Intoxi- 
«ating Liquor (Output and Delivery) Order, No. 5, 1917, and shall be 
tread as one with the- Principal] Order. 

24th December. 


THE ICE CREAM (RESTRICTION) ORDER, 1917. 


| In exercise, &c., the Food Controller hereby orders that except under 
the authority of the Food Controller the following regulations shall be 
observed by all persons concerned :— 

1. Restriction on Sale, &c.}—No person shall after the 1st January, 
1918, make for sale or sell or offer or expose for sale or buy or offer to 
buy any Ice Pudding, Ice Cream, Water Ice or any article in the 
ve of which any Ice Cream, Water Ice or Ice Pudding hag been 
used. 


2. Penalty.}—Infringements of this Order are summary Offences 
against the Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

5. Title.|}—This Order may be cited as the Ice Cream (Restriction) 
Order, 1917, 

23th December. 





THE SUGAR RATION. 

The Ministry of Food has issued the following notice :— 

Certain additional quantities of sugar were allotted to grocers during 
December on the express condition that they should be used only to meet 
authorized demands under the sugar distribution scheme on and after 
3lst December. 

It has come to the notice of the Ministry of Food that in some cases 
the condition on which this excess issue was made has been misunder- 
stood, and that since the introduction of the scheme certain grocers have 
disposed of part of these stocks to customers at a rate exceeding the 
authorized ration. This is an offence against the Sugar Orders, and 
drastic steps will be taken to penalize offenders in this respect. 

The Food Controller authorizes the sale before 8th January, 1918, of 
any ice cream made substantially from material manufactured for that 
purpose and in the hands of retailers on 31st December, 1917. 








Societies. 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The directors of this association held their monthly meeting at the 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, on the 9th inst., Mr. L. W. 
North Hickley in the chair. The other directors present were Messrs. 
F. E. F. Barham, E. R. Cook, T. 8. Curtis, A. Davenport, W. E. 
Gillett, C. Goddard, G. P. Hinds (Goudhurst), C. G. May, M. A. 
Tweedie, and W. Melmoth Walters. 

£430 was granted in the relief of deserving cases, making a total of 
£203,000 since the institution of the association. Twenty-three new 
members were admitted, and other general business was transacted. 


Public Health. 


Mr, Hayes Fisher, M.P., President of the Local Government Board, 
received on Wednesday, says the 7'imes, a deputation representing 
practically every local authority in England and Wales in favour of an 
immediate amendment of the-«Notification of Births (Extension) Act, 
1915, so as to give to England and Wales the same powers of dealing 
with infant welfare as are possessed by Scotland and Ireland. Sir 
Hamar Greenwood, M.P., introduced the deputation, and speeches em- 
phasising the pressing need of legislation were delivered by Sir Robert 
Fox, Town Clerk of Leeds, representing the Association of Municipa! 
Corporations; Mr. Henry Hobhouse, the Caunty Councils Association ; 
Mr. W. P. Harding, the Urban District Councils Association; Colonel 
Seymour Williams, the Rural District Councils Association; and Mr. 
Willis Bund. 

Mr. Hayes Fisher expressed his sympathy with the objects which the 
deputation had in view, and said he believed they could be secured in a 
Bill which, he thought, could be passed through the House of Commons 
without opposition and without prejudice to the question of the develop- 
ment of a great public health policy. Sooner or later, he continued, 
health administration must be co-ordinated and developed. Many more 
million people were going to have the vote, and he was confident that 
the people would have the local government which they desired. If the 
local bodies did not carry out the health policy efficiently, then these 
new voters—men and women—would see that those bodies were replaced 
by bodies that would give them the health policy they desired. The 
Local Government Board was exceedingly anxious that the locally 
elected bodies should push forward with the policy both of the preven- 
tion and cure of disease. There was nothing they had more at heart 
than the saving of infant life. It might, he thought, be an advantage 
to set up a brand new Department in a brand new marble hall, with a 
brand new Cabinet Minister and several Under Secretaries, but it would 
not have any more zeal or desire for the promotion of the public welfare 
than the present Local Government Board had. On the question 
of co-option, he had long been of opinion that centrally and locally they 
would gain if they made use of those whose special knowledge, experience, 
and zeal in all matters of health qualified them to give counsel. There 





was, however, no need for any new. Ministry or Administration. The 
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Local Government Board, acting through local authorities, was a founda- 
tion on which they might systematize any policy that was desired in 
the general interests of the country. ; f 

Dr. Addison, Ministet of Reconstruction, said it was inconceivable 
that anv Health Ministry could be constituted which did not exercise at 
least some fraction of the present functions of the Local Government 
Board. We must have some form of common effort. 








Companies. 
The London City and Midland Bank, Limited. 


The directors of the London City and Midland Bank, Limited, report 
that the profits for the year ending 3lst December last amount to 
£1.967.716. which, with £243,538 brought forward, makes £2,211,254 
for appropriation as follows:—KFor payment of salaries and bonus to 
members of the staff who are engaged with His Majesty’s Forces and 
bonus to other members of the staff, £304,519; to reserve fund for con- 
tingencies, £500,000; to payment of dividends for the year 1917 at the 
rate of 18 per cent. per annum, less income tax, £672,950; and to carry 
forward £733,785. 

The dividend was at the same rate for 1916, with appropriations of 
£840,107, and carry forward £243,538. 





The London County and Westminster Bank, Ltd. 


The directors of the London County and Westminster Bank, Limited, 
after making provision for bad and doubtful debts, appropriating 
£460,500 to contingency fund (investments and foreign securities) 
and £100,000 to bank premises account, have declared a dividend of 
10 per cent. for the past half-year (less income tax), making a total 
distribution of 19 per cent. for the year 1917, leaving a balance of 
about £184,600 to be carried forward. 





Obituary. 
Qui ante diem periit, 
Sed miles, sed pro patria. 





Captain Arnold Stone, 


Captain Arnold Stone, Sherwood Foresters, who was reported missing 
on 29th April last, is now presumed to have been killed on that date. 
He was the younger son of the late Mr. Frederick Stone, solicitor, of 
Derby, and was himself admitted a solicitor in 1912 by profession, and 
practised at Leicester, At the outbreak of war he was a lieutenant in 
the Territorials, and went to France early in 1915 with his battalion. 
He was educated at Haileybury, and was twenty-nine years of age at 
the time of his death. The Brigadier-General of his brigade wrote: 
‘‘ He was a most excellent officer in every way, and his joss will be very 
much felt in his battalion.’’ 


Captain William P. Ness-Walker. 


Captain William a | Ness-Walker, M.C., R.F.A., elder son of 
William Ness-Walker, J.P., Ainthorpe, Danby, Yorkshire, was born 
in 1885 at the Bank House, Leyburn, Yorkshire, and was educated 
at Richmond Grammar School, The Limes, Greenwich (being originally 
intended for the Navy), and Fettes College. He was admitted as a 
solicitor in 1908, and practised at Whitby. Previously he had served 
for four years in the Yorkshire Hussars, under the late Lord Helmsley. 
In 1912 he took a commission in the R.F.A. (T.F.), and was in command 
of his battery and in training at Buddon when war was declared. He 
went out early in 1915 to the front, where he served up till the time he 
fell, dying of wounds on 3lst December. Last May he was awarded the 
M.C., when it was officially stated that ‘‘ by his splendid example he 
exercised an excellent influence over those under his command at a very 
trying and critical time.’’ For long periods he was acting major, and 
was serving in that capacity when he fell. 





Lieutenant John Vesey Knox. 


Lieutenant John Vesey Knox, R.F.C. and London Regiment, was the 
eldest son of Mr, Vesey Knox, K.C. He was educated at Wixenford, 
Wokingham and Rugby (Steel’s). After a short period of service in 
the Northamptonshire Regiment, which he entered from the Royal Mili 
tary College, he became a clerk in the Principal Probate Registry a 
joined a battalion of the London Regiment n 4th August, 1914, and 
served in France from February, 1915, to July, 1916, when he was 
attached to the Flying Corps. He broke his jaw in an accident while 
training in the autumn of 1916, but had recovered, and recently qualified 
as a pilot. He was accidentally killed in this country last Friday. 





Legal News, 


Honours and Appointments. 


In the House of Lords on Wednesday Lorp Reapine took the oath 
of allegiance and his seat on his advancement to an earldom. Hig 
official names, styles, and titles are ‘‘ Viscount Erleigh, of Erleigh in 
the county of Berks, and Earl of Reading.”’ 

Mr. J. R. Crynes, M.P., Parliamentary Secretary to the Ministry 
of Food, has appointed Mr. Hersert S. Syretr to be an additional 
Private Secretary. Mr. H. S. Syrett was admitted as a solicitor in 
1901, and is a member of the firm of Messrs. Syrett & Sons, 45, Finsbury 
Pavement, E.C. 

The Board of Trade have, with the concurrence of the Lords Commis- 
sioners of His Majesty’s Treasury, appointed Mr. Exris Owen, Official 
Receiver in Bankruptcy for the North Glamorgan District, to be Official 
Receiver for the Bankruptcy District of the County Court holden at 
Cardutt as from Ist January, at the same time retaining his present 
appointment. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Messrs. GItpert SamMvuEL & Co., of 5 and 6, Great Winchester Street, 
London, E.C, 2, have taken into partnership as from the 1st inst. Mr. 
M. W. Sraruine, who has been associated with them for many years. 
The style of the firm will be as heretofore. ay 


Dissolutions. 


ApamM Cottam CasTLe and Witt1AM BgRNARD TonkKIN, Solicitors 
(Hunt, Castle, & Tonkin), at 11, Small-street, in the city of Bristol. 
Dec. 31. Such business will in future be carried on by the said Adam 
Cottam Castle. 

EpWaARD Owen LanGcHaAM and Lionet Davin Piercy Swirt, Solicitors 
(Langham & Swift), at Eastbourne. Dec. 31 7 

Ropert Extey WEATHERHEAD and JONATHAN .KNowLEsS, Solicitors 
(Weatherhead & Knowles), at 120, Main-street, Bingley, and 258, Swan- 
arcade, Bradford. Dec. 31. The said Robert Weatherhead will hence- 
forth practise in his own name at Bingley, and at 24, Tanfield-chambers, 
Bradford, and the said Jonathan Knowles will henceforth practise in 
his own name at.1, Piccadilly, Bradford, and at Bingley. 


FREDERICK BRADBURY WINTER and JoHN THARP PLowman, Solicitors 
(Winter & Plowman), at 26, Basinghall-street, in the city of London. 
Dec. 31. The said John Tharp Plowman will continue to carry on the 
said practice under the same name. [Gazette, Jan. 4. 





General. 


In the House of Lords on Wednesday the Lord Chancellor moved the 
second reading of the Will (Soldiers and Sailors) Bill, which proposes 
to amend the law in certain a with respect to testamentary dis- 
positions of property by soldiers and sailors. It extends the Wills Act 
of 1837 to any member of the naval or marine forces not only when 
he is at sea, but also when he is so circumstanced that if he were a 
soldier he’ would be in actual military service within the meaning of 
Section 11 of that Act, and further provides for the validity of testa- 
mentary dispositions of real property made by soldiers and sailors. 
The Bill was read a second time. 

In the House of Lords on Wednesday Lord Sudeley called attention 
to the proposed appropriaticn of the British Museum at Bloomsbury to 
the purposes of the Air Ministry, and of the Natural History Museum 
at South Kensington for other public offices. He said he was confident 
that the decision to appropriate the buildings was arrived at by the 
Government before they had full information. All the learned societies 
and authorities throughout the country had protested against the pro- 
posal to appropriate so great a national trust as the British Museum. 
The idea was absurd, especially in view of the fact that other premises 
were available. The Government, he believed, had not availed them- 
selves fully of the accommodation of the Hotel Cecil; and the Port of 
London Authority’s buildings and the Bethlem Hospital could be 
utilized for the purposes of the Air Ministry. The Natural History 
Museum had done an immenst amount of work for war services. Earl 
Curzon said that, as regards the British Museum, he was glad to state 
that for the accommodation of the Air Ministry it was no longer neces- 
sary to appropriate that building. As to the Natural History Museum, 
it had been found, after detailed examination, that any attempt to 
convert the galleries into public offices would involve the closing of the 
building to the public, extensive internal rearrangements, and the con- 

imption of an enormous amount of labour and material and very 
considerable delay. In these circumstances it had been decided that 
there was no necessity sufficiently urgent to warrant the use of the 
Museum as had been contemplated. 

The point is being raised in the insurance market, says 
the Times (4th imst.), under ‘City Notes,” as to whether 
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the famous Polar exploration ship “ Aurora,’’ which, as an- 
nounced on the 3rd, has been posted as missing at Lloyd’s, 
was lost through a marine or a war peril. The “ Aurora,’ owned by 
the New York and Pacific Steamship Company, was last reported to 
have left Sydney, N.S.W., on 20th June for Iquique. It is pointed 
out among underwriters that the fact that the little vessel was carrying 
a cargo of coal was not necessarily in her favour, and that she may 
have been lost through a purely marine risk. On the other hand, the 
suggestion is made that she might have fallen a victim to the German 
raider “‘ Seeadler,”” when that vessel was preying on shipping in the 
Pacific Ocean. In this connexion an article in the December issue of 
the Pacific Marine Review, which has now reached this country, is 
interesting. On 1st June the British steamer ‘“ Wairuna,’’ of nearly 
4.000 tons, sailed from Auckland, N.Z., for San Francisco—a somewhat 
similar voyage started at about the same time—and in the absence of 
any news the steamer was posted as missing at Lloyd’s on 24th October. 
Writing respecting this loss, the Heview says: In the early part of her 
voyage heavy: gales prevailed near or in what must have been her 
course, and it is barely possible that she may have been lost on an 
atoll in the Southern Pacific. But the commander of the notorious 
German raider “ Seeadler,’”’ which vessel is known to have taken heavy 
toll before her loss, claims that the ‘‘ Wairuna ’’ was one of his victims. 
The /eview adds: “If full reliance can be placed on his word, then, 
of course, there can be no doubt as to where the loss will fall, but the 


question is, Will the underwriters accept this view? ” 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


EMERGENCY 
Date. ROTA. 


Monday Jan. 14 Mr. Borrer 
Goldschmidt 
Leach 


Farmer 
Jolly 


Mr. Justice 
SARGANT. 


Monday Jan. Mr. Jolly 
coms a Synge 
Bloxam 


Borrer 
Goldschmidt 


HILARY 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
Aprgan Court I. 


Friday, 11th January—Exparte Applica- 
tionr, Original Motiors and Interlocu- 
tory Appeals from the Chancery and 
Probate and Divorce Divisions. 

Monday, 14th January—Final Appea's 


from the Chancery Division will be | 


taken and continued until further 


notice, 


Appeat Court I. 


Friday, 11th January—Exparte Applica- 
tions, Original Motions and Interlocu- 
tory Appeals from the King’s Bench 
Division. 

Monday 14th January — Final Appeals 
from the King’s Bench Division wiil be 
taken and continued until further 
notice, 


Cmancery Court III. 
Mr. Justice NEVILLE. 

The Business in this Court (except when 
otherwise advertised) will be taken as 
follows :— 

Sittings in Chambers 


Companies’ Acts and non- | 


wit list 
Wednesdays .. Fur. con. and non-wit list 
ursdays ..... Non-wit list 
Fridays ........ Mots, sht caus, pets, aud 
non-wit list 


Cuancery Covrr II. 
Mr. Justice ASTBURY. 


Except when other Business is advertised 
in the Daily Cause List Acticns with 


Witnesses will be taken throughout the | 


Bit ings. 


APPEAL CouRT 
No. 1. NEVILLE, EvE. 


Mr. Bloxam 
Borrer 
Goldschmidt 

Church Leach 

Church Leach 

Farmer 


Mr. Justice 
ASTBURY. 
Mr. Church 
Farmer 
Jolly 
Synge 
Bloxam .- 
Leach Borrer 


SITTINGS, 


-Wednesdays 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 


Mr. Farmer 
Jolly 
Synge 
Bloxam 


Mr. Synge 
Bloxam 
Borrer 

Goldschmidt 
- Borrer 
Church Goldschmidt 
Mr. Justice 
YOUNGER, PETERSON, 


Mr. Leach Mr. Goldschmidt 
Church Leach 
Farmer Church 
Jolly Farmer 
Synge Jolly 
Bloxam Synge 


Mr. Justice 


1918, 


Lorp Onancetior’s Court, 
Mr. Justice EVE. 
Mondays ........ Chamber summonses 
a aalieaas fSht caus, pots, fur con 
ie “*) and non-wit list 
ednesdays od he 
Thursdays ... } Non-wit list 
Lancashire Business will be taken on 
Thursdays, the 17th and 3lst January 
the 14th and 28th February, and the 
14th March. 


Fridays Mots and non-wit list 


Cuancery Court V. 


Mr, Justice PETERSON, 


Except when other Business is adver- 
tised in the Daily Cause List Actions 
with Witnesses will be taken through- 
out the Sittings. 


Cuancery Court I. 
Mr. Justice SARGANT. 


| Except when other Business is advertised 


in the Daily Cause List Mr. Justice 
Sargant will take Actions with Wit- 
nesses throughout the Sittings, 


CuHancery Covrr IV. 
Mr. Justics YOUNGER. 
Chamber summonses 
Sht caus, p»ts, far con, 
and non- wit list 
—— under Trading with the 
nemy Acts will bs heard oa each 
Tuesday afternoon 


Mondays 
Tuesdays 


} Non-wit list 


Thursdays . 
Frida -Mots and non-wit list 


Days and places appointed for holding the Winter Assizes, 1918, 
NORTHERN CIRCUIT. 
Mr. Justice McCardie. 
Mr. Justice Salter. 
Wednesday, January 16, at Appleby. 
Friday, January 18, at Carlisle. 
Tuesday, January 22, at Laneaster. 
Monday, January 28, at Liverpool. 
Monday, February 18, at Manchester. 
WESTERN CIRCUIT. 
Mr. Justice* Darling. 
Mr. Justice Avory. 
Saturday, January 12, at Devizes 
Thursday, January 17, at Dorchester. 
Monday, January 21, at Taunton. 
Friday, January 25, at Bodmin. 
Wednesday, January 30, at Devon. 
Wednesday, February 6, at Winchester. 
Wednesday, February 13, at Bristol. 
SOUTH-EASTERN CIRCUIT. 
Mr. Justice Coleridge. 
Mr. Justice Lush. 
Friday, January 11, at Huntingdon. 
Monday, January 14, at Cambridge. 
Thursday, January 17, at Ipswich. 
Wednesday, January 23, at Norwich. 
Tuesday, January 29, at Chelmsford. 
Monday, February 11, at Hertford. 
Friday, February 15, at Maidstone. 
Friday, February 22, at Guildford. 
Wednesday, February 27, at Lewes. 
OXFORD CIRCUIT. 
Mr. Justice Bailhache. 
Mr. Justice Sankey. 
Monday, January 14, at Reading. 
Saturday, January 19, at Oxford. 
Wednesday, January 23, at Worcester. 
Tuesday, January 29, at Gloucester. 
Saturday, February 2, at Monmouth. 
Saturday, February 9, at Hereford. 
Wednesday, February 13, at Shrewsbury. 
Monday, February 18, at Stafford. 











W. WHITELEY, LTD. 


AUCTIONEERS, 
EXPERT VALUERS .,AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W. 2. 


VALUATIONS ror PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, ETC. 


AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, 


VIEW ON WEDNESDAY, 
IN 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


‘PHONE No. : PARK ONE (40 Lings). TkLEGRAMS: “WHITELEY LONDON,” 
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MIDLAND CIRCUIT. 


Mr. Justice Horridge. 
Saturday, January 12, at Aylesbury. 
Wednesday, January 16, at Bedford. 
Saturday, January 19, at Northampton. 
Wednesday, January 23, at Leicester. 
Monday, January 28, at Oakham. 
Tuesday, January 29, at Lincoln. 
Monday, February 4, at Nottingham. 
Saturday, February 9, at Derby. 
NORTH AND SOUTH WALES AND CHESTER CIRCUIT. 

Mr. Justice Atkin. 

Mr. Justice Shearman. 
Monday, January 14, at Welshpool. 
Monday, January 14, at Haverfordwest. 
Thursday, January 17, at Dolgelly. 
Thursday, January 17, at Lampeter. 
Saturday, January 19, at Carnarvon, 
Saturday, January 19, at Carmarthen. 
Wednesday, January 23, at Beaumaris, 
Thursday, January 24, at Brecon. 
Friday, January 25, at Ruthin. 
Saturday, January 26, at Presteign. 
Tuesday, January 29, at Mold. 
Monday, February 25, at Chester. 
Saturday, March 2, at Cardiff. 
, 


COURT OF 


APPEAL. 


HILARY SITTINGS, 1918. 
The Appeals or other Business proposed to be taken will, from time 
to time, be announced in the Daily Cause List. 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVI- 
SION, THE PROBATE, DI- 


VORCE AND ADMIRALTY Divorce Wickins Bertram V W 
DIVISION (PROBATE AND Applt) v Wickins Mabel L 
DIVORCE), AND THE (Respt), A E Goode, Party Cited 
COUNTY PALATINE AND 


STANNARIES COURTS. 


Divorce Bartlett L J (Petnr) 


Bartlett H F Respt) 


FROM THE QHANCERY AND 


——- . PROBATE AND DIVORCE 
(Ge a ) DIVISIONS. 
vii. } 
( > ] cl gy .is 
In re Arbuthnot’s Settlement interlocutory List.) 
Trusts Macleay v Arbuthnot 1917, 


and ors 

Archer Thomson and ors v The 
Master and Fellows of St. 
Catherine’s College and Mappin 
Masbro’ Old Brewery Id 

Thomson v Masters and Fellows of 
St. Catherine’s College and 
Mappin Masbro’ Old Brewery Id 

The Master and Fellows of St. 
Catherine’s College vy The Dow 
ager Countess of Rosse 

Thomson v The Master and Fel 
lows of St. Catherine’s College 
and ors 

The Cannon Brewery Co ld v Cen 
tral Control Board (Liquor 
Traffic) (s o generally for At 
torney4ieneral) 

A G Spalding and Bros vy A W 
Gamage ld 

Orconera Iron Ore Co. ld v Fried 
Krupp Aktiengeselschaft and 
anr 

Mathieson y Napier and Wife 

Rust v McNaught and Co ld 

In re Dorothea Louisa Hollins, dec 
Hollins vy Hollins 

In re Thomas Henry Loveless, dec 
Farrer v Loveless and ors 

In re Sir Thomas Lucas, Bart, dec 
The Public Trustee vy Lucas and 
ors 

In the matter of the Companies 
(Consolidation) Act, 1908 and In 
the matter of The Wells Avia 
tion Co ld Wells v Davies and 
ors 

FROM THE PROBATE AND 

DIVORCE DIVISION. 
(Final and New Trial List.) 
1917. 
Divorce Holland E (Petnr) v 


Holland P (Respt) 


6 


In re Shoreham Harbour Trustees 
United Kingdom &c Institute v 
Shoreham Harbour Trustees and 
ors 

FROM THE KING’S BENCH 
DIVISION. 

In Bankruptcy.) 


In re A Debtor (expte The Debtor 
v The Petitioning Creditors and 


In re A Debtor (expte The Debtor 
v The Petitioning Creditors and 
the Official Receiver), No. 357 of 
1917 

In re A Debtor (expte The Debtor 
v The Petitioning Creditor and 
the Official Receiver), No. 333 of 
1917 

In re A Debtor (expte The Debtor 
v The Petitioning Creditors and 
the Official Receiver), No. 522 of 
1917 

In the matter of a Composition 
In re A Debtor (expte The 
Debtor v Messrs Chester and Co 
and the Official Receiver), No. 
671 of 1893 

In re A Debtor (expte The Debtor 
v The Petitioning Creditor and 
the Official Receiver), No. 27 of 
1917, in proceedings in the 
County Court of Yorkshire 
(Sheffield) 

FROM THE CHANCERY 
DIVISION. 
STANDING IN THE “ ABATED ’’ List 
(General List.) 
1914. 

Actiengesellschaft Fur Anilin Fa- 

brication in Berlin and anr v 





Leverstein fd (s o until after 
termination of war) 

In the matter of Letters Patent 
granted to Edward Mertens 
No. 17,198 of 1904, and In the 
matter of the Patents and De- 
signs Acts, 1907 and 1908 ‘s o 
one week’s notice on either side 
to restore) 


FROM THE KING'S BENCH 
DIVISION. 
APPEALS AND~MoTION in BANk- 
RuptTcy ‘ ABATED.” 
(In Bankruptcy.) 

In re J F P Yeatman (expte Henry 
Miller v The Trustee and The 
Debtor), No. 863 of 1910. 

Motion. 

In re Befnard Boaler (expte Ber- 
nard Boaler v The Official Re- 
ceiver and ors), No. 918 of 1909 


(so generally) 


Appeals. 

In re A Debtor (ce xpte the Debto-), 
No. 224 of 1916 from a Receiving 
Order made herein on May 25, 
1916, by Mr. Registrar Linklater 
(on the 14/7/16 the C A dis- 
charged the Receiving Order 
and stayed proceedings for six 
months, notice to Petitioner of 
any other petition. Costs of 
appeal costs in petition, liberty 
to restore, deposit to remain in 
Court) 

In re A Debtor (expte The Debtor 
v The Petitioning Creditors and 
the Official Receiver), No. 246 of 
1917 appl from a_ Receiving 
Order dated July 30, 1917, made 
herein by Mr. Registrar Mellor 
(on the 9/11/17 the C A. dis- 
charged the Receiving Order and 
directed that if any other Petn. 
filed notice to be given forthwith 
to Petitioning Creditors who are 
to be at liberty to restore this 
Petition Appeal to s o till first 
Bankruptcy Appeal day after 
July 9, 1918 Respt’s costs out 
of deposit and if insufficient to 
be added to costs of Petition) 

FROM THE KING’S BENCH 

DIVISION. ° 
Judgment Reserved. 
Finaf and New Trial List.) 

In the matter of an Arbitration 
Nott v The Lord Mayor &c of 
the City of Cardiff (c.a.v. Dec 12) 

FROM THE KING’S BENCH 

DIVISION. 
Final and New Trial List.) 


1915. 
Parson Nesbit (s o notice of 
death of Deft) 


1917. 


' 

Wilmshurst v Clements 

Allen v Lipton and ors 

Reigate v Union Manufacturing 
Co (Ramsbottom) ld and Elton 
Cop Dyeing Co id 

The Ecclesiastical Commrs for 
England y The Commrs of In- 
land Revenue (Hevenue Side) 

Liebig’s Extract of Meat Co Id v 
Mersey Docks and Harbour 
toard and Walter Nelson and 
Son Id 

Oldfield v Tyson 

E Hulton and Co Id v Chadwick 
and Taylor ld 

Bruce y Caultield 

London and South Western Bank 


——_—_—_—_———— 

London and Counties Film Bureau 
id vy GH Chantrey 

Evans v Heatheote and ors - 

Innholders’ Co v F Wainwriyl:t 

Harris v Ocean Coal Co ld 

Baumann y Fradd (security or- 
dered) ; 

In re The Arbitration Act. 1889 
Walter William Westacott 
(Clmt) v Max Hahn (Respt) 

Great Southern of Spain Ry Co ld 
v Bacares Iron Ore Mines Id 

Jones and anr v Ffaldon Colliery 
Co ld , 

Armstrong v Jackson 

London County and Westminster 
Bank v Tompkins 

Kimber vy The Gas Light and Coke 
Co 

Michaels v Lindsay 

Walker ¥ Boston Deep Sea Fishing 
and Ice Co ld 

Italian Products Agency v Heaton 
and Taylor ld (execution stayed 
till hearing appeal) 

North London and General Pro- 
perty Co v Ernest F Moy !d 

Vestey Bros v Union Insce Soc of 
Canton ld 

Matheson and Co ld v Esperanza 
Copper and Sulphur Co !d 

Harrison v Knowles and Foster 

G Lueders and Co v Cooke, Tw 
dale and Lindsay ld 

Nesbitt and ors v Mablethorpe 
Urban District Council (No 4 
K.B. Interlocutory to follow) 

Wm Miller and Co ld v Owners of 
steamship ‘‘ Freden ”’ 

The Wycombe (Borough) Electric 
Light and Power Co ld v The 
Mayor, Aldermen and Burgesses 
of the Borough of Chipping 
Wycombe 

The King (on the prosecution of 
Leon George Sacksteder) vy The 
Superintendent of Police at 
Chiswick 

West v Football Assoc ld and ors 

Healy v A H Turner and Co and 
anr 

Healy v Turner and anr 

Lebaudy and anr v McBride 

Societe Generale de Chemin de fer 
Economiques v Cleeves’ Western 
Valleys Anthracite Collieries id 

Wheildon v Merrick and Heath 

Huey v The Miliom and Askham 
Hematite Iron Co ld 

Max Goetinck v W Dederich Id 
and ors 

tio de Janeiro Tramway Light and 
Power Co ld v London American 
Maratime Trading Co ld 

Same v Same 

London American Maratime Trad 
ing Co ld v Rio de Janeiro Tram- 
way Light and Power Co ld 

The Dale Steamship Co Id v The 
Northern Steamship Co ld 

Davis (Applt) v Reynolds (Respt) 

Norman v Brooke 

The Commrs of Inland Revenue ¥ 
The Trustees of the Settled 
Estate of the Right Hon Hugh 
Cecil Earl of Lonsdale (Revenw: 
Side) 

Baldwin v Bean 

Gilbert v Bean 

Owners of S.S. “Penelope” Y 
Oakley, Sollas and Co ld 

Goldfarb v Bartlett 

James Nelson ld v Bridgefield Ring 

Mill Co ld 

The British and Foreign Steamship 

Co Id v The King 

The Guaranty Trust Co of New 

York v A Hannay and Co 

Samuel Sanday and Co v West 
Hartlepool Steam Navigation U0 

ld 





ld v Gibbons 
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W Cater and Co ld vy W Notman 
and Co and ors 

Arthur Capel and Co v The Bank 
Line id 

The Euterpe Steamship Co ld v 
The North of England Protect- 
ing and Indemnity Assoc 

Forsberg and Mark vy Scott Bros ld 

Mullan v Thorne 

Higham and ors v Pathe Freres 
Cinema ld 

Same v Same 

Same v Same 

Elders and Fyffe ld vy Hamburg 
Amerikanische Packetfahrt 
Actien Gegglchaft 

Same v Hamburg Columbian 
Bananen Actien Gesellschaft 

Mutual Mining Co v David T Boyd 
and Co 

In the matter of an Arbitration 
between Peter Dixon and Sons 
ld v Henderson, Craig and Co ld 

Smith v Vulite Co ld 

Tattersall and anr v International 
Trades Press ld 

Danard v Cater and Co Id 

De Costa v Prudential Assce Co Id 

In the mater of a Solicitor Henry 
Harbridge Jennens and In the 
matter of the Solicitors Act, 
1888 

Farrar Transportation Co Id v 
Cory’s Trading Co Id 

Vittorio Faveto v William Perch 
and Co ld 

The King v Braithwaite and anr 
expte T Dowling) 

Winterbotham, Gurney and Co v 
Shurmer, Sibthorp and anr 

Williams (Birmingham) Id v 
Heeley Silver Rolling and Wire 
Mills 1d 

Barry Bros v Sowerbutts and Co 

Marple and Gillott id v Under- 
wood 


Trans-Atlantic Film Co Id v David 
W Beck 


ec 

Ditchfield v London and North 
Western Ry Co 

London and Provincial Bank ld v 
Golding 

Leeman v Artisans, Labourers &c 
Dwellings Co Id 

James Henry Monks (Preston) Id v 
Lamplou 4 

The New Rotoplunge Pump €o Id 
v The Kelly Trading Co Id 

Mitchell, Henry v The Norwich 
Union Life Insce Soc 

The Governors of the Foundation 
of Repton School v The Rural 
District Council of Repton 

—- v Lowe, Bingham and 
Matthews 

Gousky and Wife v Durell and ors 

Riordan v Frame and Co 

Upjohn v Ford Same v Hitchins 

George Wills and Sons ld v 
Youngtown Sheet and Tube Co 

Newman v Saunders 

Val de Travers Asphalte Paving 
Co ld v The French Asphalte 
Co ld 

Artizans, Labourers and General 
Dwellings Co ld v F S Clifford 
and Wife 

China Mutual Steam Navigation 
Co ld v The Port of London 
Authority 

Johnson v Sargant and Sons 


FROM THE PROBATE, DI- 
VORCE AND ADMIRALTY 
DIVISION (ADMIRALTY). 


With Nautical Assessors 
(Final List.) 
1917. 


“San Onofre ’—1916—Folio 892 
Owners of Steamship ‘Melanic”’ 














v Ownets of Steamship “San 
Onofre ’’ (damage) 

“Norman Monarch ’” — 1917 — 
Foko 166 Owner of Steamship 
“ Phrygia ’’ v Owners of Steam- 
ship “ N6érman  Monarch’’’ 
(damage) 

‘* Orlando ’? — 1916 — Folio 654 
Owners of Steamship “ Barsac ”’ 
v Owners of Steamship “ Or- 
lando ’’ (damage) 

The “ Penrith Castle ’’—1916—D. 
—No. 598 Owners of Steamship 
“ Drumcliffe”” v Owners of 
Steamship “Penrith Castle ” 
(damage) 

‘** Andoni ’’—1916—Folio 763 The 
Strick Line ld v.The Elder Line 
ld (damage) 


Without Nautical Assessors. 
(Final List.) 


“ Ingstad ’’—1915—Folio 510 Hol- 
man Id v T P Rose ld (de- 
murrage) 

“Mickleham””’ 1916—Folio 203 
Owners of Steamship “‘ Eirini v 
Owners of Steamship “ Mickle- 
ham ”’ (damage) 

“ Newholm’’ — 1917 — Folio 99 
Owners of Steamship “ Myrini- 
don’? vy Owners of Steamship 
“ Newholm ”’ (damage) 

@ 
(Interlocutory List.) 

“Grantley Hall ’’—1916—Folio 
882 Owners of Steamship 
“ Escalona "’ v Owners of Steam- 
ship “ Grantley Hall” (damage) 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH 


DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1917. 


Attorney-General v Solomon Wolf- 
owitz (Revenue Side) 

Same v Bernard Singer (Revenue 
Side) 

Allsopp v Central Board ((Liquor 
Traffic) (s o till Cannon 
Brewery Chancery Appeal dis- 
posed of) 

Nesbitt and ors v Mablethorpe 
Urban District Council (To 
follow No. 30 K.B. Final) 

Rapkin v Wilde (s o not before 
costs paid by order of Court of 
Appeal, Dec.- 17, 1917) 

Rederi Aktienbolaget Trans-At- 
lantic v Fred Drughorn ld 


IN RE THE WORKMEN'S 
COMPENSATION ACTS, 1897 
AND 1906. 

(From County Courts.) 
1917. 

Cross v Whitehead Aircraft Id 

King v Port of London Aathority 

Stevens v London and South 
Western Ry Co 

Kloosterman v Vickers id 

Wilson, Elizabeth vy London and 
North Western Ry Co 

BENCH 


FROM THE KING’S 


DIVISION. 
STANDING IN THE “ ABATED ”’ List. 
(Trinity, 1916.) 
(Final and New Trial List.) 
1914, 

The Commrs. of Inland Revenue Vv 
Smyth (Revenue Side) (8 oO 
generally 

Hunter vy Commrs of Inland Re- 
venue (ferenue Side) (s o 
generally 











Walter Morrison v The Commis- | 


sioners of Inland Revenue (Re- 
venue Side) (8 0 generally) 
Interlocutory List.) 


J. Soanes and Sons ld (H Huber 
and Co, Garnishees) v Papier 


Fabrik Wiessenstein A G@ 
(Judgt Debtor) (s o ‘generally 

N.B.—The above list contains 
Chancery, Palatine and King’s 
Bench Final and Interlocutory 
appeals, &c. set down to De- 
cember 21st, 1917. 


HIGH COURT.—CHANCERY DIVISION. 
HILARY SITTINGS, 1918 
Notices RELATING TO THE CHANCERY CavsE List. 
Mr. Justice NEVILLE will take his Business as announced in the Hilary 


Sittings Paper. 


Mr. Justice Eve will take his Business as announced in the Hilary 


Sittings Paper. 


Liverpool and Manchester Business.—Mr. Justice Eve will take Liver- 
pool and Manchester Business on Thursdays, the 17th and 31st January, 
the 14th and 28th February, and the 14th March. 


Mr. Justice SARGANT. 


Except when other Business is advertised in 


the Daily Cause List, Mr. Justice SarGant will sit for the disposal of 
His Lordship’s Witness List throughout the Gittings. 


Mr. Justice AsTBURY. 


Except when other Business is advertised in 


the Daily Cause List, Mr. Justice Astpury will sit for the disposal of 


His Lordship’: 
Mr. Justice YounGER will take 

Hilary Sittings Paper. 
Mr. Justice Prrerson. 


Witness List throughout the Sittings. ; 
his Business as announced in the 


Except when other Business is advertised in 


the Daily Cause List, Actions with Witnesses will be taken throughout 


the Sittings. 


Summonses before the Judge in Chambers.—Mr. Justice NEVILLE, Mr. 
Justice Eve, and Mr. Justice Youncer will sit in Court every Monday 
during the Sittings to hear Chamber Summonses. 

Summonses Adjourned into Court and Non-Witness Actions will be 


heard by Mr. Justice NeviILtE, Mr. Justice Eve, 


YOUNGER. 


and Mr. Justice 


Motions, Petitions, and Short Causes will be taken on the days stated 


in the Hilary Sittings Paper. 


Novice with REFERENCE TO THE CHANCERY WITNESS LISsTs. 


During the Hilary Sitings the Judges will sit for the disposal of 


Witness Actions as follows :— 


Mr. Justice SARGANT will take the Witness List for SARGANT and 


Youncer, JJ. 
Mr. Justice 
Astsury, JJ. 
Mr. Justice 
Pererson, JJ. 


Pretrerson will 


AstTBuRY will take the 


take 


Witness List for NEVILLE and 


the Witness List for Eve and 


CHANCERY CAUSES FOR TRIAL OR HEARING, 


Set down to December 21st, 1917. 


Before Mr. Justice NEVILLE. 
Retained Matters. 
Causes for Trial. 
With Witnesses.) m 
Gough v The Baltic Basic Slag Co 


ld 


In re L H C Wood, dec Witkin- 
son v Wood 

Trim v Moore pt hd 

Hamlyn v Holroyd action Ham 


lyn v Southern Shand States 
Syndicate (1909) Id 

In re Companies (Consolidation) 
Act, 1908 In re Southern Shand 
States Syndicate (1909) Id 

Hamlyn v Southern Shand States 


Syndicate (1909) ld 


Further Consideration. 

In re Watney. dec Watney v 
Gold 

Causes for Trial without Witnesses 
and Adjourned Summonvee. 

C and C Tuff ld and The Registrar 
of the Land Registry 

In re Macartney Macfarlane v 
Macartney pt hd 

In re Same Same v Same 

In re Tyzack Tyzack v Carter 


In re Rollings Lake Id Co In re 
Courts . (Emergency Powers) 
Acts 

In re Henderson and Mansfield’s 


appln In re Courts (Emergency 


Powers) Acts 





In re Wotherspoon, dec Reid v 
Johnstone 

In re Annie Cook, dec 
Lyttelton 

In re Churchij}, ‘dec Harrow 
School v Attorney-General 

In re Furnivall, dec Baines ¥ 
Short 

Priestman vy Davidson 

In re D M Moore, 
Trustee Act, 1893 

In re & Richardson, dec Bellerby 
v Panker 

Kingston v Heathcote 

Lenton v Templer 


Balfour v 


dec In re 


In re Richard Garrett, dec Gar- 
rett v Garrett 

In re G W Johnson, dec Johnson 
v Public Trustee 

In re Symons Will Trusts Cohen 
v Public Trustee 

In re E H Smith, dec Public 


Trustee v Smith 

In re E M Prior, dec 
Gilmour 

In re M H Turnbull, dec 
bull v Turnbull 

In re Robert Carr, dec 


Gilmour v 
Turn- 


Carr v 


Walton 

In re M Ford, dee Hunter v St 
Aubyn 

Jones v Berthgron Quarry Co 


In re Chaneé’s Settlement Chance 
v Billing 

In re J H Richardson, dee 
v Richardson 

In re Adam Smith, dec 
Golding 


Machin 


Smith y 
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In re C P Stephenson, dec Darney 


v Stephenson 


In re L P Loweth, dee Firth v 
Lovett 2 
In re F J Coombes, dec Kite Vv 


Marshall 

In re W Cunard, dec Cunard v 
Cunard 

In re Thomson’s Settlement Biddie 
v Thomson 

In re Same Same v Same 

In re Fenwick, dec Public Trus 
tee v Sedgwick 

In re T Thompson, de 
Barrow 

In re Monckton, dec Monckton 
v Monckton 

In re Prior Fairhurst v Hopson 

In re Mary Bray, de« Satchelor 
v The Bishop of St. Germans 

In re D AY | Forbes, de¢ Hills \ 
Russel! 
In re G Fk Packe dec 
Attorney-General 
In re Sir R Nicholson Hannen v 
Nicholson 

In re Hitchin, dec 
Fowler . 

In re James Willing, dec Willing 
v Shepard 

In re A Le P Trench, dec 
v Collingwood 

In re Scoresby Wolfe v Sherman 

In re James, dec James Vv James 

In re James Usher. dec Stockwell 
v Jarvis 

In re Bridgford 
Bridgford 

In re G E Grant, dec 
Griffiths 

In re John Hicks, dec Dingle ‘ 
Pollard 

Haynes v Normanton 

In re D J Jones, dec 
Jones 

In re M Mathew,” de 
Mathew 

In re Thomas Sillito, dec Sillito v 
Sillito 

The Osram tobertson Lamp 
Works ld v The Serena Supply 
Co 

Same v The Electric Lamp Supply 
Co 

In re The Mayor, «c. of Plym yuth 
and Walter In re Vendor and 
Purchaser Act, 1874 

In re Scholefield’s Trusts Atkin 
son v Scholefield 

In James Harrison, dec 
v Barrett 

In re Hayman, Christy and Lilly 
Id Christy v The Company 

In re A H Barlow, dec Greer v 
Greer 

In re Edward Burston, dec Apps 
v Burston 

In re Edward Charles Charles v 
Charles 

In re John Hamilton, dec 
Hamilton 

In re Thomas Howlett. dec Lester 
v Howlett 

In re Matthew and Harris’ Con 
tract and In re Vendor and 
Purchaser Act, 1874 

In re CE Wood, dec 
Trustee v Wood 

In re C F le Hardy, dec le Hardy 
v Hardy 

Michell v Salaman 

In re John Mortimer, an infant 
In re Guardianship of Infants 
Act, 1886 

In re J A Melhuish, dec Wright 
v Wright 


Cryer v 


Campion V 


Hitchin v 


Oliver 


Ch irles we rth v 


Grant v 


Roderick v 


Mathew v 


surrett 


Hart v 


Public 


In re Paul’s Settlement Golding | 


v Braddon 


Companies (Winding Up) and 
Chancery Division. 
Petitions (to Wind Up.) 

Timor Oilfields {[d (petn of R H 
Silley—ordered on Uct 13, 1914 
to stand over generally) 

Chilian Eastern Central Ry Co ld 
(petn of A Delimele—ordered on 
June 15, 1915, to stand over 
generally) 

Tough-Oakes Gold Mines Id {petn 
of G F SS Bowles- ordered on 
July 6, 1915, to stand over 
generally) 

Coinbrook Chemical and Explo- 
sives Co Id (petn of Scottish 
Tube Co ld—ordered on Dec 5, 
1916, to stand over generally 

G H Fernau and Co ld (petn of 
Public Trustee and ors—ordered 
on July 31, 1917, to stand over 
generally) 

Paraguay Central Ry Co ld (petn 
of Frederick J Benson and Co 
stand over from Oct 16, 1917, 
to Jan 15, 1918) 

London County Commercial Re 
Insurance Office Id (petn of 


Danske Genforsikring Aktie 
selskat (Danish Re-Insurance 


Co)—stand over from Nov 13, 
1917, to Jan 22, 1918) 

Leese, Hale and Co ld (petn of W 
T Flather ld—stand over from 
Dec 4, 1917, to Jan 15, 1918) 

North West Corpn Id (petn of 
Goodall, Clayton and Co ld 

stand over from Dec. 14, 1917, to 
Jan 15, 1918) 

Princes Theatre Id (petn of R F 

Wakley—stand over from Dec. 
11, 1917, to Jan 15, 1918) 

Clark and Wilson Id (petn of 
Brooks and Daxey 1d—Manches 
ter District Registry) 

Mossley Victoria Spinning Mills 
Co Id (petn of Brooks and Daxey 
ld—Manchester District Re- 
gistry) 

Wilson Rolling Shutter Co (1914) 
ld (petn of Gerhard and Hey Id) 

Naval and Military Co-operative 
Hotel Co Id (petn of Harrods 
Stores ]d) 

Potters Bar Estates ld (petn of H 
G Philips) 

A C M Syndicate Id (petn of Great 
Western Cotton Co Id) 

Petitions ‘49 Sanction Scheme of 

Arrangement). 


William Coleman’s Ordinary 
Shares ld (petn of H W Cutting 
ordered on March 3, 1914, to 
stand over generally) 
Manaos Improvements Id (stand 
over from Dec 18, 1917, to Jan 
22, 1918) 


Petitions (to Confirm Reduction of 
Capital). 


English and Australian Copper Co 
ld and reduced 

Smith’s Publishing Co Id and re- 
duced 


Motions. 


Wood Green and Hornsey Steam 
Laundry Id Trenchard v Wood 
Green and Hornsey Steam Laun 
day ld (to stay action—or 
dered on Jan 16, 1917, to stand 
over generally) 

Batavia Plantation Investments 
ld (for injunction—ordered on 
March 13, 1917, to stand over 
generally) 


Court Summonses. 


French South African Develop- 
ment Co ld Partridge v French 





South African Development Co 
ld (on preliminary point—or- 
dered on April 2, 1914, to stand 
over generally pending trial of 
action in King’s Bench Division) 

English and Scottish American 
Mortgage and Investment Co ld 
as to contingent claims part 
heard—parties to apply to fix 
day for further hearing) 

Walker, Maynard and Co ld (on 
claims of Distillation Co and 
Dorman, Long and Co—-ordered 
on Noy 21, 1916, to stand over 
generally) 

General Omnibus Supply (Manu- 
facturing Co) Id (delivery up of 
books and documents—ordered 
on Feb 27, 1917, to stand over 
generally) 

Moylett’s Stores Id (to vary list 
of contributories—ordered on 
April 3, 1917, to stand over 
generally—retained by Mr. 
Justice Astbury) 

National Penny Bank ld (on claim 
of Lady Elliott—with witnesses 
—ordered on Nov 27, 1917; to 
stand over generally) 

Barbados Light Ry Id (distribution 
of assets) 

Oil Processes ld (Canada) (for pos- 
session) 

Canadian United Gold Fields ld 
(to rectify register of members) 

Batchelor and Co ld (distribution 
of assets) 

Wood Green and Hornsey Steam 
Laundry ld Trenchard vy Wood 
Green and \Hornsey Steam Laun 
dry ld (to vary certificate) 

Feaist and Co Id Gray and ors v 
Feaist and Co Id (continuance of 
business by Receiver) 

Renaissance Films Id (agreement 
by Mortgagees—construction) 

Yenidje Tobacco Co ld (adjust- 
ment of rights of partner share- 
holders) 

Trinidad Lake Asphalt Paving Co 
ld (toafix Liquidator’s remunera- 
tion) 


Before Mr. Justice Eve. 
La 
Retained Matters. 
Causes for Trial. 
(With Witnesses.) 
Hayes v Lambert 
Harris v Harris 
Churchill v Whetnall 
Aberconway v Same 
Owen v Thomas 
In re Foster’s Settlement Foster 
v Eteen 
In re Hall Brown v Brown 


Causes for trial Without Witnesses 
and Adjourned Summonses. 

In re Courts (Emergency Powers) 
Acts In re Jobson’s a plication 

In re Rotary ermal. Co ld 
Erhardt v The Company (8 0) 
to come on with fur con 

In re Balding Robson v Balding 

In re Reeve’s Settlement Willmot 
v Austen 

In re Constable, an infant , In re 
Guardianship of Infants Act (in 
camera) 

In re an Arbitration between The 
Guardians of the Poor of Rom- 
ford Union and A A Withers 
and ors (special case) 

In re W Parker, dec Wanklyn v 
Jackson 

In re J B Pinkham, dec Pinkham 
v Hasler 





In re L Goodricke, dec Powlett y 
Boughey 
Skibko v Weinfur 

In re Grimthorpe’s Settlement 
Lord Islington v Countess 
Czernin 

In re Grimthorpe’s Settlement 
Beckett v Countess Czernin 

In re Griffiths Griffiths v Mars- 
land 

In re Aste, dec Mossop vy Mac- 
donald 

In re Brimble, dec 
Brimble 

In re A C McDonnell’s Settlement 
McDonnell vy Dickinson 

In re Oliver’s Estate Oliver y 
Oliver 

In re Bradburne, dec Bradburne 
v Anderson 

In re Chapman, dec 
Chapman 

In re Williamson’s Will Trusts 
Sheldon v Christian 

In re Madoc’s Settlement Shedden 
v Madoc 

In re Best, dec Black v Best 

In re Stansfeld’s Marriage Settle- 
ment Hyslop v Stansfeld 

In re M T Thomas, dec Thomas v 
Thomas 

In re Basset’s Settlement In re 
Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 1890 

In re C A Reinecke, dec Rossiter 
v Johnson 

In re C J Posno, dec Sydney v 
Dreyfuss 

In re J M Gumbleton, dec Sar- 
geaunt v O'Neil 

In re § Griffin, dec 
Kent 

In re Clark, dec, Glazzard v Clark 

In re Wilson, dec Redman v Jubb 

In re Heaton-Hall, dec Hall v The 
Baptist Union Corpn-td 

In re A T Whitbread, dec Forbes 
v Forbes 

In re Harris, dec 
Eldon 

In re Finklestone, dec Fine v 
Gerber 

In re Cantley, dec Cantley v Des- 
borough 

In re Wm Malpas, dec Way v 
Malpas 

In re E G Powell, dec Bodvel- 
Roberts v Poole . 

Elder v Frew 

In re Daniels, dec London City 
and Midland Exors and Trustee 
Co ld v Daniels 

In re Brighouse, dec Gardiner v 
Ellis 

In re Wagner, dec Evans vy Evans 

In re James Enright, dec Public 
Trustee v Enright 

In re H Allon, dec 
Bramall 

In re John Swain, dec Brett v 
Ward 

In re H P Gordon, dec Humphrey 
v Gordon 

In re M Shaw, dec Shaw v Shaw 

In re W E K Hazeldine, dec 
Public Trustee v Hazeldine 

In re H W Scott, dec Small! v 
Scott 

In re John James, dec Grieve Vv 
James 

In re J H Parry, dec Stone v 
Parry 

In re E A Powolny, dec Warren 
v Burgess 

In re R Chadwick, dec Putiic 
Trustee v Binnie 

In te A L Coles, dec Richards 
Roules 3 

In re Byers, dec Eliott v Rawlings 

In re C A Beckett, dec Purnell ¥ 
Paine 


Brimble v 


Uppleby v 


Canning v 


Winwor dy 


Bramall! v 
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Before Mr. Justice SaRGanrT. 
Retained Matters. 
Further Consideration. 
Woodhouse v Dunderdale (Jan 11) 
Petitions. 


In re British Widows Assce Co ld 
and reduced (Jan. 11) 
Moorhouse vy Moorhouse 













Adjourned Summons. 
In re Kirkley, dec Halligey v 
Kirkley 







Causes for Trial. 
(With Witnesses.) 
Monk v The Photocrome Co ld 
In re the Patents and Designs Act, 
1907 and In re Letters Patent, 
No. 18,047 of 1908 granted to 
S Z Ferranti 
Back v Dixon 
Tavlor v Wilton 
In re Lehmann and Co’s Appln 














and In re Trade Marks Act, 
1905 ; 

F\iH Ayres ld vy A G Spalding and 
Bros 






Watts v Pyke 

Fuller v Saunt 

Mitsui v London Jute Assoc 

Tower v Soho Square Works 

Dauncey v Dauncey 

Boyle Vv Bray 

Army and Navy Contract Corpn 
ld v Bleriot 

In re Norton and Co’s Appln and 
In re Trade Mark Act, 1905 

Pemberton v Gaunt 

Carter v Hutley 

Attorney-General vy Cory Bros and 
Co Id 

North Cornwall China Clay Co ld 
v Newton 

Kennard v Cory Bros and Co ld 

‘Hudson v Hudson Anderson v 
Hudson 



























Before Mr. Justice AsTBURY. 
Retained Matters. 
Motions. 


Bosanquet v French 
Hyde v Renault Id 
Wilson v West Indian Estates ld 


Adjourned Summonses. 


Hatmaker v Joseph Nathan and 
Co ld 

In re Hodson, dec 
Luard 

In re Sr P W 
Mostyn v Mostyn 

In re W E Hall, dec Hope v Hall 

In re S T Whiteford, dec Bennett 
v Whiteford 

In re Allison, 
Allison 

In re Baron Llangattock, dec 
Johnson v The Central Board of 
Finance of The Church of 
England 

Atkinson v Dresser 

In re Mary Goodson, dec Parry v 
Theobald 

In re Gilligan’s Marriage Settle 
ment Hooper v Gilligan 

In re Birch, dec Miles v Nicholson 

In re The Empress Club ld Bow- | 
ker v The Empress Club Id 

nre James N Pimm, dec Malkin 
v Pimm adjd claim (with wit 
nesses) 













Hodson v 






Mostyn, dec 







dec Allison v 




















Causes for Trial. 
(With Witnesses.) 


Marston vy Hughes action and | 
counter-claim pt hd | 
















In re Hitchcock, dec Roper v In re Samuel W Sutton, dec | In re Walter Gilling, dec Meux’s y 
Hitchcock (s 0) Sutton v Sutton Brewery Co Id v Gilling 
Granger v Moffatt | In re Wm Jones, dec Game v | In re J Openshaw, dec Geldard v 


Meek v The Port of London Au 
thority 


d 


| In re Spiers and Pond Id pein of 


- | 


Richardson v E George and Sons | 
] 


Geldard 
In re Alfred T Morse, dec 
v Foskett 


Grimshaw 
In re John Jepson, dec 
Jepson 
| In re Grubb, dec 
In re F D O’Shee, dec 


Hill v Mants 
Parke vy Cross 


Waterfield 





right | v Warneford Before Mr. Justice PETERSON. 
Weinberger v Inglis (fixed for | In re E E Newman, dec Cole v Retained Adjourned Summonses., 
Jan 14) | Taylor 
Lloyd v Linney | In re Alexander, dec Simmons v John Vipond Id v Blaenavon Co Id 
In re Philps Philps v Preston | Alexander | In re M M McElligott, dec Hodge 
Douglas v Flower In re T H Nevill’s Settlement | v McElligott 


The Via Syndicate ld v Andrews 


Before Mr. Justice YouNGER. 
Retained Matters. 
Causes for Trial. 

(With Witnesses.) 
Skinner v Macdonald 
Sileocks v The Gaumont Co ld 
Smith v Glaskie 
In re C S Sykes, dec 
Thomas 
In re Same Same v Same 
Stone [Dam Estate Co Id v Clayton, 
Murgatroyd and Co ld 


Good 


Applications under- the Trading 


with the Enemy Acts, 1914 to | 


1916. 

In re Rickmers Reismuhlen Rhe 
derei and Schiffbau, A _ 4G, 
enemies, &c 

In re Hills, Menke and Co ld, 
enemies, &c 

In ré Kastner and Co ld Auto 


Piano Co v The Company 

In re Roselius and Co, enemies &c 

In re Carl Lindstrom, A G, an 
enemy, &c 

In re Asbest und Gummiwerke, 
Alfred Calmon, A G, enemies, 
&e 


In. re Ludwig Tillmann, an 
enemy, &c 
In re Julius Reichmann, an 
enemy, &c 
In re F Rothenstein and Co, 
enemies, &c 
In re Franken Bros (Joseph 


Franken), an enemy, &c 
In re Schlieper and Baum, enemies, 


¢ 
In re Gebrueder Schiff, an enemy, 
4 


xe 
In re Francke and Rasch, enemies, 
&e 
In re Deutsche Bank, enemies, .&c 
In re J § Staedtler, an enemy, &c 
In re Tillman, an enemy, &c 


Further Considerations. 


Shrubsole v Allenby 
In re Charles Hearn, dec Hearn v 
Austen 


Causes for Trial without Witnesses 
and Adjourned Summonses. 


In re E A Hewett, dec 
v les 

Craggs v Isherwood 

In re John Liscombe, dec 
combe v Bowen 

In re an Application by the Massa- 
chusetts Saw Works of Spring- 
field, Mass., U.S.A., and In re | 
Trade Marks Act, 1905 


Eldridge 


Lis- 


In re The Trade Marks Act, 1905, | 


and In re an Application, No. | 
276,335 by The Standard | 
Woven Fabric Co 
In re M Shell, dec 
Ford 
In re McHardy, dee 
McHardy 


Cowens v 


McHardy v | 


" 





v 


| In the Matter of Thompson dec 


In re Ancrum Evans v Ancrum 


Phelps v Hitchins 


dec 


In re Turner, Turner v In re Lloyd Morgan v Chanter 
Turner In re Robt Gibson, dec Gibson v 

In re A S Jack, dec Jack v Jack Gibson 

In re Thos P W Elliott, dec In re J R Foster, dec Foster v 


Public Trustee vy Pinder 

In re A M Story Maskelyne, dec 
Masterman v Masterman 

In re Agnes L M Story-Maskelyne, 
.dec Masterman v Smyth 

In Te K Henson, dec Henson vy | 
Henson 

In re Wm Hardy, dec 
Hardy 


Foster 
In re Bell Maples v Cox 
In re W T James, dec Dauncey v 
Jones 
Causes for Trial. 
(With Witnesses.) 
Gold v Davison 


Thorp v 


In re Holton’s Settlement Trusts | The Pure Russian Liquid Paraffin 
Holton v Holton Co ld v Overstraeten pt hd (in 
| In re Edward Walter, dec Walter camera) 
v Walter Marks v Samuel 
| In re M E Gill, dee Atkins v | In re Twentyman, dec Stretton v 





Edwards 

In re G P Holmes, dec 
Parson 

In re Jane Atkinson, dec 
Vv Boyd 

In re Sir J P Milbanke’s Settle 
ment Denman v Milbank 


Twentyman 
Emmett v Uthwatt 
Harries v Crawford 
De Keyser’s Royal Hotel ld v The 
King petn of right (s 0) 
Winter v Bevan 
Phillips vy The British and Foreign 


Birkett v 


Pybus 


In re Davy’s Settlement Bain Timber Co Id 
bridge v Cresswell In re John Harvey, dec Harvey v 
In re Turnbull’s Trusts Public Harvey : 
Trustee v Turnbull Devon County Council v Tallyn 
In re Burgess, dec Hall v Hall Smart v Exhall Colliery “and 
Reeve v Morse Brickworks Id ; 
In re David ‘Witt, dec Lucas v Pure Russian Liquid Paraffin Co 
| Witt Id v W B Dick and Co Id 
KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 


HILARY SITTINGS, 


Crown PAPeEr. 


1918. 


For Hearing. 
The King v Beverley U.D.C. 
| The King v City of London Income Tax Commrs 
| The King v Kensington Income Tax Commrs 
The King v St George’s Hanover Square Income Tax Commrs 
The King v Romsey Income Tax Commrs 
Holder vy McCarthy (Magistrates case) 
The King v Commrs of Inland Revenue 
The King v Kensington Income Tax Commrs 
The King v Same © 


| The King v Haytor Income Tax Commrs 
The King v Same 

The King v Pitfield 

The King v Commrs of Inland Revenue 


The King v Same 

Blain v King (Magistrates case) 
Director of Public Prosecutions vy Ford 
Dawson v Meuli (Magistrates case) 
Ollett v Jordan (Magistrates case) 
Arnold v Sharpe (Magistrates case) 
Hawkins v Blewitt (Magistrates case) 
Robinson v Arnold (Magistrates case) 
Capper v Kenyon (Magistrates case) 


Magistrates case) 


Civin Paper. 
For Judgment. 

Jones v Joseph & anr (Neath & Aberavon County Court) c.a.v. 29th 
November, 1917—cor. Mr. Justice A. T. Lawrence and Mr, Justice 
Atkin. 

For Argument. 

Roe v R A Naylor Id (Wolverhampton County Court) 

Harris & ors v Wright & anr (Tam- 
worth County Court) 

Sykes vy Seward ld 
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SS 

Ashton & Co vy L & N W Ry Co (Bloomsbury County Court) 

Gaumont o v Pearce (Westminster County Court) 

Thompson v Bryan (Kingston County Court) 

Ditton Vitriol Co & anr v Carmichael & Co 

Lancashire and Yorkshire Ry Co & ors v Mac Nicoll 

Revall v Bethell (Bow County Court) 

Parsons & ors v Brixham Fishing Smack Tnsce Soc 

Parnell, Lang & Co v Maddicott (Exeter County Court) 

Oaten v Seaman (Lowestoft County Court) 

Burridge & Son v F H Haines & Sons ld 

Long & anr v Smithson (Westminster County Court) 

Fox & Son v S Stross & Sons 

Hedley & Co v G Honuson & Son 

Hart v Enever (Westminster County Court) 

Derry v Sanders (Lichfield County Court) 

Coutts v Taltal Ry Co (City of London Court) 

Abraham v Allied Manufacturers Guild Id (City of London Court) 

Hatley v Liverpool Victoria &c Soc (City of London Court) 

Sports & Sportsman v Gibbons (Westminster County Court) 

Stee! & anr v Mahoney (Manchester County Court) 

Biggs v London & Provincial Union of Licensed Vé 
(City of London Court) 

Lewis & Sons v Hoff (Thomas, Clmt) (Llanelly County Court) 

Forbes v Engineering Improvement Co (Clerkenwell County Court) 

A F Lewis v L E Lewis (Llandovery County Court) 

Fleming v Taunt 

Barkill & ors v Doulton & Co (Southwark County Court) 

Swithinbank v Thornhill (Winchester County Court) 

H.M. Postmaster-General v Mlackpool & Fleetwood Tramroad Co (Black- 
pool County Court) 

Wright v Nicoll (Westminster County Court) 

Reynolds v Sanyal (Brompton County Court) 

W Whiteley ld v Hilt (Marylebone County Court) 

V.B.O. ld v Lorna & Toots Pounds (Westminster County Court) 

Melles & Co v Holme & anr (Liverpool County Court) 

Goodman 1d v Alliance Assce Co 

Montrose & Montford vy C 


Rhy! County Coart) 


shicle Workers & anr 


George 
Owners of SS 
Admiral 
Harvey v Manly (Framlingham County Court 
Stein, Forbes & Co v County Tailoring Co (City of London Court) 
Reynolds v Great Western Ry Co (Bristol County Court) 
Lang-Rissier v Greenhalgh & anr ; 
Ellis v East London Picture Theatre (Westminster County Court 
Macdonald & Co vy Cox, McEuen & Co ; 
Biss v Hygate (Bath County Court) 
Edwards v Ton Phillip Rhondda Colliery 


the Lord High 


mmrs of 


Neath County Court) 

Spectin PArer 

For 

Produce Brokers Co v Weis & ( 
McCardie) 


Kensington &c Lighting Co v Notting Hill Lis ghting Co (c.a.v. 
December—cor Mr. Justice McCardie) 


Judgment 


‘o (c.a.v. 18th December—cor Mr. Justice 


21st 


For Hearing 


In the Matter of the New Zealand Shipping Co 
Anglo-Continental, &« Works v Saccharin Corpn 
Pyman 8.8. Co v. Admiralty Commrs 

Percival ld v Asylums, & Committee of the L.C.C, 
Rayner & Co v Donald Campbell & Co 

Austin Friars 8.8. Co v Barker and Co 
Lawrence & Co v Buerger & Co 


Ratcliffe v La Compagnie, & de Paris 
Co-partnership Firms v Harvey Smith 
Thomson v Brocklebank 

Aynsley v Bedlington Coal Co 
Alquife Mines v Miller & Co. 
Wilhelmsen vy The Western Fuel Co 
Bourgeois v Dick Vanarien 


REVENUE Paper. 
English Information. 


Attorney-Gen and John Henry Oglander & anr 
Cases Stated. 

W R Shove (Surveyor of Taxes) and the National Provincial Bank of 
England Id 

J P Hancock (Surveyor of Taxes) and General Reversionary & Investment 
Co ld; General Reversionary & Investment Co ld and.J P Hancock 
(Surveyor of Taxes) pt hd 

W M G Singer and A W Williams (Surveyor of Taxes) 

The ‘National Mutual Life Assce Soc and F G Baker (Surveyor of Taxes) 

A F Pool (Surveyor of Taxes) and Royal Exchange Assce 

John Marston ld and The Commrs of Inland Revenue 


Petitions under the Licensing (Consolidation) Act, 1910. 
Florence Elsie Bennett and The Commrs of Inland Revenue (re “The 
Stork Hotel,” Hotwell Road, and “ The Tap,’’ Cumberland Place, 
Bristol) 
Courage & Co Id and The Commrs of Inland Revenue (re the “ Eight 
Sells ’’ Public House, Church Street, Greenwich) 
Courage & Co ld and The Commrs of Inland Revenue (re 
Anchor ”’ Public House, East Street, Chelsea) 
Be ntleys Yorkshire Bre sweries Id and The Commrs of Inland Revenue (re 
“ The Friendly Inn ’’ Beerhouse, Lumb Lane, Bradford) 
Peter Walker & Son (Warrirgton & Burton) ld & anr and The Commrs 
of Inland Revenue (re 335, Scotland Road, Liverpool) 


“The Hope & 


Petitions under Finance Act, 1894. 
In the Matter of the Estate of the Marquess of Abergavenny, dec 
In the Matter of the Estate of the Marquess of Abergavenny, dec 
In the Matter of the Estate of Sir William Gundry, dec 


Land Values—Appeal from Decision of Referee. ’ 


The Commrs of Inland Revenue and The Exors of Henry Driver 
Holloway, deo 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auctior. Sales. 


January 17.—Mesers. H. E. Foster & CRANFIELD, at the Mart, at 2: 

Poilcy, Shares, &c. (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

January 24.—' Messrs. Stimson & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Investments (see advets _ 
| tisement, back page, this week). 


Reversiona, Life 








THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co,, Ln. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
ie: BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 





} 


MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., 


etc. 





7 


on-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders” 





THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders. ; 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium — 





LICENSE 
INSURANCE. 


For Further Information, write: 


SPECIALISTS 








IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 


Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mbortgages of 
Licensed Property, settled by Counsel, will be sent on application. 


24, MOORGATE  ST., E.C. 2. 








ders 


eminm 





